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Notice.—The first Numbers of the new Volumes, 10 and 14, 
of the *‘ Solicitors’ Journal” and ‘Weekly Reporter” 
will be published on November 4th. 

All Letters intended for publication in the ‘‘ Solicitors’ Jour- 
nal” must be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
though not necessarily for publication. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with 
regularity in the Provinces, it is requested that application 
be made direct to the Publisher. 








@he Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 30, 1865. 
——~+>—--- 

THE SCALE OF Costs to be paid to counsel and at- 
torneys in the county courts, under the provisions of 
the new Equitable Jurisdiction Act (28 & 29 Vict. ¢. 
99), has just been issued. We print it in extenso else- 
where in our impression. The new rules, regulating 
the practice, were published at the end of last week, 
and we furnish our readers to-day with a first instalment 
of them, and also with a commentary on their probable 
effect. The County Courts are now fully equipped for 
their new duties. We trust that it may prove possible 
to work the new Act with success. 








THE COMMITTEE OF THE Stock ExcHANGE have made 
an entirely new move with respect to the London and 
Mediterranean Bank, which will, no doubt, whatever 
may be urged to the contrary, be held by the public as 
made in deference to opinions recently expressed on the 
subject of settling-days. On Thursday, ie 21st, it was 
given out that “in consequence of misrepresentations in 
the formation and bringing out of this company having 
been substantiated,” the members of the Stock Exchange 
might decline to fulfil bargains made in the shares of 
the London and Mediterranean Bank. This is “ taking 
the bull by the horns” with a vengeance ; for while the 
present decision of the Stock Exchange has, as regards 
the public, the effect of refusing to fulfil a contract with 
them, it, at the same time, leaves with those gentlemen 
who happen to be bona fide investors the onus of bring- 
ing to punishment the promoters or directors of the 
company, or the delinquents, whoever they may be, in 
this matter. Now, until the committee of the Stock 
Exchange abdicate their present arbitrary powers, 
surely it would be better for them, by members of their 
own body, to show their sense of the dishonesty of the 
promoters or officers of any new company asking for a 
settling-day, by taking every possible means to bring to 
justice those who have done wrong. Instead of this, a 
charge is made which is never intended to be substan- 
tiated before a proper tribunal, and any person who has 
suffered is left to find his own remedy in such a way as 
may please him best. 

It is perfectly true that we are now acquainted with 
the reason of the decision of the Stock Exchange Com- 
mittee, whereas, formerly, they gave their decisions 
without a reason, but something more than this is re- 
quired. The Stock Exchange Committee is a self-con- 
stituted tribunal, carrying on it inquiries in seeret, with 
such rules as it chooses, or, perhaps, with no rules at 
all, and hearing evidence in such a manner as it sees fit. 
A primd facie case against a company may justify them 
in saying that the shares of a particular company shall 
not be quoted in the official list, and it may justify them 
in giving an opinion that no bargains in its shares need 
be fulfilled by the members of the Stock Exchange. 
But that opinion ought to have no more weizht, unless 
the inquiry shall have taken place in public, than would 
effect the suspension of such bargains until a proper 
court of law or equity should decide on its value. It 
must not be forgotten that in reference to outsiders, the 
decision of the Stock Exchange Committee is purely 
voluntary, and, although it professes to be made in the 
interests of honesty and morality, yet it may be fairly 





asked whether the judges themselves are, in every case, 
influenced by honesty and morality only, or whether, on 
the contrary, some one or more of them have not such a 
stake in the case as would lead an honourable mind to 
wish itself removed from the influence of the bias caused 
by self-interest. 





A. VERY SUCCESSFUL ATTEMPT at treating mendicancy 
is 1 1entioned in a letter on the subject which appeared 
in the Zimes of the 5th instant. The frequent com- 
plaints made by ratepayers, that the number of beggars 
and tramps does not by any means decrease, notwith- 
standing the existence of workhouses, and casual wards, 
and Houseless Poor Acts, and refuges, make it a 
pleasant task to record that there is one mode of takin 
away the beggar’s trade which has been tried and foun 
successful. The Boards of Guardians of Luton will 
appear as an exceptionably active body, if we look at the 
usual supineness of these bodies in general. Being a 
magistrate of the county, and in that capacity often 
called on to deal with vagrancy cases, the writer deter- 
mined to try if some more effectual remedy than 
the House of Correction could not be found. “ After 
four or five years of importunity, we induced the board 
of guardians to make trial of a plan which has proved 
thoroughly successful. We erected from the poor-rates 
aj lain building in Dunstable. In the centre is a cot- 
ta: for the superintendent, on each side a long building 
(one for males, the other for females), airy, light, and kept 
scrupulously clean, divided into stalls, which are boarded, 
provided with a good tick bedding of straw, and with 
two rugs. It is warmed by a stove, lighted with gas, 
and provided with a lavatory. Every person admitted 
receives three-quarters of a pound of bread on entrance 
and at departure, at the cost of the board of guardians, 
Private charity supplements this with a cup of warm 
tea. All persons who apply, being destitute, receive an 
order for admission at dusk, and at eight o’clock in the 
morning they leave. 

There is no test except poverty, and no work is 
demanded from them. The expense incurred is two- 
pence for each person admitted. They average about 
fifteen each night. 

Asaresult of this very inexpensive machinery, we 
are told that very few professional beggars apply, and 
that in fact hardly any are everseen in Dunstable. The 
reason is that every person who would, under other cir- 
cumstances, have given a few halfpence, now refers all 
applicants to the wards, and no money is given away 
which “sturdy beggars” ean spend in “ midnight 
debauchery.” Each necessitous person obtains what he 
wants, and next day proceeds on his way, not ungrateful, 
and certainly not feeling at war with society for putting 
upon him forced labour. 

We are inclined to believe that the minimum of relief 
gratuitously bestowed is more effectual than the same of 
a larger modicum accompanied by a labour test. The 
only object in applying the test is for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether the applicant is really in need, but 
when the test is applied indiscriminately to aged persons 
and women, and even to mere children, it becomes harsh 
in its operation. The duty of guardians of the poor is to 
administer relief with discretion, and not to place such 
conditions upon the recipients as shall in many cases be 
in effect a total denial of relief. Two great and im- 
portant features are exhibited in the scheme we have been 
remarking upon. The one is that its effect will be rather 
to diminish than increase vagrancy, strictly so called, 
and the other is that it is quite within the power of the 
board of guardians to administer in this way thé funds 
at their disposal consistently with the trust reposed in 
them. Very important results may he looked for if this 
plan be adopted in many places, and universal satisfac- 
tion would be felt if it received the special sanction of 
the Legislature. It is, in fact, a slight extension of the 
Metropolitan Houseless Poor Act to a country district, 
and if other boards of guardians would adopt it in the 
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same spirit as the guardians of the Luton Union, it 


would ultimately go far towards the total suppression of 
vagrancy. 

AN APPLICATION was recently made to Mr. Justice 
Montague Smith, at chambers, in the case of Reg. v. 
Cockrell, which, if the opinion of Mr. Baron Bramwell 
and Mr. Justice Montague Smith is to be taken as law, 
goes far to justify the remarks which have recently 
been made in this Journal and elsewhere, in disparage- 
ment of justices’ law ; but on examining the case we are 
by no means assured that in this instance the justices 
were not right in their law, and that the opinion of 
the learned judges was not erroneous. 

The defendant, Harry Cockrell, assistant-overseer of 
Oxted, near Godstone, had been summoned before the 
Godstone magistrates, sitting in petty session, on certain 
proceedings taken by the district auditor under the 7 & 8 
Vict. c. 101, s. 32. There being no evidence, he had 
been remanded for three weeks, until the next petty 
session, and sent to Horsemonger-lane Gaol. Previous] 
an application had been made to Mr. Baron Bramwell, 
who at once granted a writ of habeas corpus, on which 
the governor of the prison brought the prisoner up on 
the present occasion. Mr. Justice Montague Smith ap- 
pears to have been struck with the proceedings of the 
Godstone justices as very odd, and achoreat the pri- 
soner on the spot, on the ground that he was illegally 
detained, 

The law on the subject of remand is to be found in 
the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, s. 21, and 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, 
s. 16. The former section enacts that if it shall become, 
from any cause, necessary or advisable to defer the ex- 
amination or further examination of the witnesses for 
any time, it shall be lawful for the justices, from time 
to time, to remand the party accused, for such time as 
they shall deem reasonable, not exceeding eight clear 
days. 

This Act, namely c. 42, refers entirely to indictable 
offences, but the 16th section of ¢. 43, which relates to 
summary convictions, enacts— 

That before or during such hearing of any such informa- 
tion or complaint it shall be lawful for any one justice, or 
for the justices present, in their discretion, to adjourn the 
hearing of the same to a certain time and place to be then 
appointed and stated in the presence and hearing of the party 
or parties, or their respective attorneys or agents then pre- 
sent; and in the meantime the said justice or justices may 
suffer the defendant to go at large or may commit him to the 
common gaol or house of correction, or other prison, lock-up 
house, or place of security in the county, riding, division, 
liberty, city, borough, or place for which such justice or 
justices shall be then acting, or to such other safe custody as 
the said justice or justices shall think fit, or may discharge 
such defendant upon his entering into a recognizance, with 
or without surety or sureties, at the discretion of such justice 
or justices, conditioned for his appearance at the time and 

jlace to which such hearing or further hearing shall be ad- 
journed. 

Looking at the action of the judges and the state- 
ments made in court, it appears to have been thought 
by all parties that the 21st section of ¢. 42 was the only 
law bearing on the subject, and that the justices had im- 
properly remanded the accused for three weeks, but the 
newspaper report of the proceedings in Judges’ Cham- 
bers, hich is all we have to refer to, seems to indicate 
that the offence of Cockrell was not indictable, but must 
be dealt with summarily. We by no means think the 
justices free from blame, because the Act under which 
the offence was committed makes the certificate of the 
district auditor sufficient evidence whereon the justices 
may issue their warrant of distress for the amount due, 
but it is reported that the accused was remanded for 
want of Bes, saa 

The effect of his release has been to set him free with- 
out his having given any sureties for the re-payment of 
the money certified to be due from him, whereas the 
justices might possibly have effected the object of the 
prosecution by giving effect to the auditor’s certificate. 








The point, however, to which we more especially wish 
to call attention, is the anomalous state of the law on 
the subject of remand, and the opening left for the abuse 
of power which the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, s. 16, leaves to 
magistrates and justices. There is practically no limit 
to the time for which an accused person may be re- 
manded to gaol for safe custody, and that in a case which 
might not, under any circumstances, bring upon him the 
punishment of imprisonment; but for an indictable 
offence the time of remand is limited to eight days. If 
then for the greater offence the time during which a 
prisoner may be kept in prison without a trial or a hear- 
ing is limited, it is the extreme of unreasonable treat- 
ment to make no limit to the time a person accused of a 
minor offence can be detained in custody, 





THE LEGAL ADVISERS OF THE CROWN have now under 
their consideration the proposed amendment of a law 
which affects the clerical rather than the lay part of the 
people included, or willing to be included, among the 
members of the Established Church. The people are 
“ orafted into the Church,” as the 27th article of the 
English Church says, by baptism; and the matter 
recently under deliberation by the convocations of the 
provinces of Canterbury and York, and now submitted 
to the law officers for their advice, concerns the prin- 
cipal requirement from the people by the clergy before 
this admission into the privileged body can be had. 
It therefore touches the laity nearly ; indeed it is essen- 
tially a layman’s question, though it has been dealt 
with only in those meetings, or synods of ecclesiastics 
which the Sovereign, as the head and supreme governor 
of the nation, in its religious as well as in its civil capa- 
city, allows to assemble. 

Hitherto the law or rule which determines who may, 
and who may not, bring children to the minister for ad- 
mission into the Church, has been one passed in the 
convocation of the province of Canterbury in the time 
of James I. (1603), under the presidence of Bancroft, 
Bishop of London (the nee eer being then 
vacant), by whom they were collected out of the Articles, 
and Synodical Acts of in the reigns of Edward VI. and 
Elizabeth. It may be well to call to mind that, by the 
25 Hen. 8, ec. 19, convocation shall always be assembled 
hy the Queen’s writ, and is forbidden to enact, promul- 
gate, or execute any canon, unless with the Queen’s 
assent and licence, on pain of imprisonment and 
fine. 

The course prescribed is, that a writ being issued autho- 
rizing the convocation of Canterbury to confer on divers 
urgent matters concerning the Queen, the security and 
defence of the Church, and the peace and tranquillity, 
publicgood, and defence of the kingdom and subjects, con- 
vocation, obedient to the writ, confers, for instance, on 
a canon, and being desirous of repealing or amending it, 
prays the Queen’s licence for the purpose, which is 
granted by letters gong Separate letters patent, 
doubtless, are granted to the convocation of York if it 
adopts the decision of Canterbury. But in the case of 
the canons of 1603, James the First confirmed them for 
the province of York before the York synod had voted 
them. It voted them afterwards. Queen Elizabeth 
had, in like manner, imposed canons on York ; but 
only during her life. The 29th of these canons of 1603 
is as follows :—Futhers not to be godfathers in baptism, 
nor children not communicants. No parent shall be 
urged to be present, nor be admitted to answer as god- 
father for his own child; nor any godfather or god- 
mother shall be suffered to make any other answer or 
speech than by the book of Common Prayer is pre- 
scribed in that behalf. Neither shall any person be 
admitted as godfather or godmother to any child at 
christening or confirmation before the said person so 
undertaking hath received the Holy Communion.” 
This English is taken, but with spelling in the present 
mode, from the edition of 1633, and is a liberal, and 
rather too free translation; we therefore subjoin the 
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original Latin.* The new canon presented for the Queen’s 
acceptance is also in latin. 

At this point we would stay fora moment to ask— 
Why are the rules made by the clergy in the present 
day, concerning, as they do, labourers and artizans, pro- 
fessional men and traders, as well as others, veiled in the 
mystery of a dead language? We do not believe that 
the bishops and dignitaries transact the ordinary affairs 
of life in that tongue, and we know that in convocation 
the debates are not held in it, and afterwards done into 
English by the reporters for ordinary reading. It would 
seem that, at a time when the ministers and those to 
whom they minister ought to draw as close to one another 
as they can, provided that things be done decently and in 
order, the use of any but the mother tongue in current 
business of theChurch hasatendency to keep them apart. 
The original canon is certainly in Latin, but that is no 
greater reason why the new canon should be in Latin 
than the Norman-French of an old statute would be a 
reason for clothing a modern amendment of it in the 
same antique dress. One can understand why canons 
should have been framed in Latin when England was 
under the influence of the Roman hierarchy, which 
prefers the use of the ancient to the modern language of 
its see, or when English was not fully formed, and was 
thought unworthy of use by scholars. Perhaps, it 
will be answered, that convocation has added a transla- 
tion of the new canon; but then, if the translation is of 
any efficacy, a lawyer will ask which is the canon—the 
Latin or the English?) The ambiguity of this polyglot 
system of Church legislation is apparent with regard to 
the existing canon. The Latin of the prohibition to 
parents is Susceptorum loco respondere ; the English is 
“ To answer as godfather.” We should rather have sup- 
posed that to answer in the place or stead of a godfather 
was the real meaning of the phrase, or, in other words, 
to stand proxy—a practice which is constantly allowed. 

In the present case, in February, 1860, the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury presented the petition of con- 
vocation to the Queen, through Sir G. C. Lewis, then 


home secretary, who, in the following April, answered | 
the Archbishop that the Royal licence would be granted | 


to the convocation to make, promulge, and exeeute an 
altered and amended canon, or a new canon, in place of 
the 29th, of 1603. 
the same year. After the lapse of a year and a-halfa 
new canon was transmitted, in January, 1862, by the 
Archbishop to Sir George Grey. The difference be- 
tween that proposed new canon and the existing canon 
was, that prohibition respecting parents was omitted, 
and that, in the latter part, a godfather or godmother, 
instead of being required, as before, to have “ received 
the holy communion,” was to be required to be “capable 
of receiving” it (cane Dominic capax), The proposed 
new canon was headed as the existing canon is— 
“Children not communicants” not to be godparents in 
baptism, As to children godparents, therefore, this was 
an attempt to adapt the body of the canon verbally to 
its title, rather than to alter the canon in accordance 
with the meaning of that title, which plainly was, that 
boys or children, incapable by their early age of re- 
ceiving the communion, should not be godparents. But 
the body of the proposed new canon, following the lan- 
guage of the existing, was, “neither shall any person be 
admitted .. before the said person so under- 
taking” shall be capable of receiving the communion. 


The title to the existing canon, by connecting the word | 


“incapable” with “children” made clear the kind of 
incapacity referred to; the proposed new canon, by 
using the word “person” in the body of it, left the 

* Parentes in liberorum suorum baptismati, et pueri cence Domini inea- 
paces, susceptores esse prohibiti 

Parentes liberorum suorum baptismati interesse non impellentur, 
neque eisdem etiam permittetur, pro propriis infantibus ad sacrum 
fontem susceptorum loco respondere. Preterea nulli susceptori, aut 
susceptrici licitum erit, aliis verbis in respoudendo uti, qaam que in 
libro publicz liturgie hane in partem sunt prescripta; nec quisquam 
ad officium susceptoris vel susceptricis pro parvulis baptizandis, vel 





confirmandis admittetur, qui ceene dominicw particeps nondum | 


axstiterit. 


kind of incapacity an open question, Accordingly, in 
March, 1865, the proposed new canon having in the 
meantime been communicated to and agreed on by the 
Lower House of Convocation, and also having been 
adopted by the convocation of the er of York, 
Sir George Grey wrote to the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, that in so far as the proposed new canon repealed 
so much of the existing canon as prevented parents 
being admitted to answer as godfathers or godmothers 
for their own children, the Government could have 
no hesitation in submitting it for the Queen’s approval ; 
but as to the expediency of the further alteration, the 
Government entertained grave doubts. If it had been 
made clear by the insertion of words to t his effect, that 
the capacity to receive the Communion had reference 
only to the age of the person, the Government did not 
think the amendment would have been of any import- 
ance; but they apprehended that a different and more 
extended signification of the words might be attached to 
them by clergymen placing on them their own interpre- 
tation, and that persons offering themselves as sponsors 
for children in baptism might, in some instances, be 
rejected on the authority of the canon, on account of 
their not having been confirmed, or of some other alleged 
incapacity, although qualified to act as sponsors under 
the existing canon, inasmuch as they had actually 
received the Communion. Under the existing canon, 
a fact only had to be ascertained ; under the proposed 
new canon, clergymen might feel themselves authorised 
to exercise their own judgment as to the person’s 
capacity. The Government therefore proposed to the 
Archbishop the expediency of some revision of the 
proposed new canon. Upon this intimation convocation 
agreed on the present new canon, which merely omits 
from the existing canon the first part relating to —— 
leaving all the rest exactly as before. The Archbishop 
transmitted it on the 30th June last to Sir George Grey 





The licence was issued in June of | 


for the Queen’s approval, and asked for the letters patent 
of approval “on or before Wednesday next,” that they 
might be published in convocation previous to its disso- 
lution. But Sir George Grey is rather more deliberate. 
He has directed the new, or amended, canon to be 
laid before the officers of the Crown; and he informs 
| the Archbishop that, owing to the forms and proceedings 
required in the case of all letters patent, a considerable 
| time must elapse before confirmatory letters patent can 
| be completed. 

The authority of the whole code of the canons of 
1603 has been fiercely disputed, both by Dissenters and 
by the laity of the Establishment. The reason is that 
these canons purported to create offences, subjecting 
persons to the civil punishment consequent on ex- 
communication. In the next session, after they received 
the King’s assent, a bill passed the Commons declaring 
that no canons made within the last ten years should be 
of force to impeach anyone in his life, liberty, or pro- 
perty, unless it were confirmed by the Legislature. ‘The 
bishops opposed the bill, and there were several confer- 
ences between the Lords and Commons, but Parlia- 
ment was dissolved before the third reading in the 
Lords. In Westminster Hall the judges have often 
declared that though the canons of 1603 bind the clergy 
who framed them, they have no power to bind the 
people as long as they want the sanction of Parliament, 
‘The new canon, therefore, if approved by the law 
officers, and accepted by the Queen, will be in the 
same predicament. But it is not easy to see how such 
| a canon, if binding on the clergy, can be otherwise than 
| indirectly binding on the laity. For if the clergyman, 
' acting under the canon, can lawfully refuse a certain 
| person as godfather or godmother, the parents of the 
| child must submit to its exclusion from the membership 
| of the English Church. This is a very unsatisfactory 

legal paradox. We trust that should the opinion of the 
| law officers be favourable to the new canon, and the 
| Queen be advised to confirm it by her letters patent, 
Sir George Grey will also see the advisability of con- 














1010 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER Sept. 30, 1865., 








sulting the Legislature on the subject, that the laity 
may not be indirectly subject to a law which the judges 
in Westminster Hall have decided not to be binding 
directly. Fortunately the new canon, as modified in 
consequence of Sir George Grey’s objection to the clergy 
being constituted judges of a person’s capacity to 
receive the Communion, is less restrictive than the 
the existing canon, for now the repeal of the prohibition 
respecting parents is the only alteration proposed. But 
the principle is the same. The people ought not to be 
dependent on the Home Minister for the rule of their 
admission into their Church. 





THe Nattonat Association for the Promotion of 
Social Science, with which is united the Law Amend- 
ment Society, will hold its ninth annual meeting at 
Sheffield, from Wednesday the 4th to Wednesday the 
11th of October next, under the presidency of Lord 
srougham. The president of the Jurisprudence De- 
partment is Sir R. Phillimore, Queen’s-Advocate, 
and the vice-presidents are Mr. Daniel, Q.C., Mr. 
Forsyth, Q.C., M.P., and Mr. Eastwood, Reader on Real 
Property Law to the Inns of Court. 


THE NEW COUNTY COURT RULES. 

The orders and rules for the regulation of the new 
equitable jurisdiction of the county courts have been 
framed by five judges of those courts, and approved by 
the Lord Chancellor with laudable celerity. The mani- 
fest aim of those who drew them up has naturally been 
to assimilate the new to the earlier practice of those tri- 
bunals, and to divest, as far as possible, equity, as law 
has there already been divested, of the character of an 
art or mystery, known and to be exercised only by trained 
professors. Throughout, pleading and the general con- 
duct of the litigation by the suitors in person is evidently 
contemplated as a very ordinary incident; the plaints are 
allowed to be either written or printed, so that the 
amateur in equity will be able to dispense not merely 
with solicitor and counsel, but even with a law stationer; 
and as, unless by special order of the judge, matters of 
equity are to be heard on the same days as those ap- 
pointed for the transaction of general business, the pro- 
foundest problems of trust and real property law may, 
and doubtless often will, be treated and settled with as 
little ceremony as a question on the items of a tailor’s 
bill. 

Despatch was the object aimed at in the establish- 
ment of county courts, and despatch has been hitherto 
the great glory of them. What was to be feared in giv- 
ing them equitable jurisdiction was that this, their sove- 
reign excellence, would be tarnished. The “ Orders and 
Rules ” obviously contemplate this very possible pitfall, 
and, it must be confessed, do all that an @ priori system 
of practice can do to escape it. Conciseness is the at- 
tribute they throughout recommend, The suit is to open 
with a concise statement of the plaintiff’s case; interro- 
gatories are dispensed with altogether; and the defen- 
dant is to reply, whether by disclaimer, admission, denial, 
counter-statement of fact, or demurrer, but, at all 
events, concisely. A threat even seems to be im- 
plied as to costs should the defendant be so liti- 
gious as to say aught, at least before the hearing, on 
his own behalf; for, though he may answer the case 
against him in these specified ways, it is ‘ provided 
always that, in exercising his discretion as to costs, the 
judge shall consider the fact of a defendant having 
or not having availed himself of the powers given by 
this rule.” Again, with the like view of avoiding cir- 
cumlocution, the evidence is to be taken in Court 
vivd voce, and the much-attacked practice of ozal ex- 
aninations out of Court, and with solicitors for assessors, 
is restricted (whether with or without the incident last 
referred to, the orders say not), to cases where the wit- 
ness resides within the jurisdiction of some other county 
court, when he is to be examined by the Registrar of that 
court, and his ‘answers to be transcribed by that official. 





The use of affidavits to support plaints is not prohibited 
(it is made obligatory in trust petitions and applications 
for injunctions); but, as the other parties, who must be 
furnished with copies as long as ten days before the 
hearing, are only “to be taken to have consented to the 
use thereof,” if they do not give notice of objecting 
within five days, and ‘no machinery is provided by the 
“orders” for the Court’s considering the objection, and 
dismissing it if futile, the status of affidavits is left at 
present rather equivocal. 

We think the “ orders and rules” likely to be success- 
ful in the very essential article of promoting despatch of 
business. Doubtless, in some respects, they will be found 
vague, in others, defective; for legal practice, and, of 
all sorts of legal practice, practice in equity is least 
amenable to fore-ordained lines of route. But time, 
while it will most surely bring such imperfections 
to light, will also best show the way to cure them; 
practice must, in the end, be left to form itself. We 
may, however, be pardoned for noticing two or three points 
of detail. Thus, we are inclined to think that, by imposing 
on the Court the duty of naming a conveyancer to settle 
contracts of sale of realty ordered to be sold, and also, 
in certain cases, to settle deeds, instead of establishing 
once for alla regular rota of retained conveyancing coun- 
sel, according to the precedents of the superior Courts of 
Equity, a rather invidious patronage will be found to 
have been conferred on the judges. Again the provision 
for settling the personalty of married women appears to 
us capable of being interpreted so as to restrict the 
marital right beyond even the actual practice of the 
Court of Chancery. Again we doubt whether, in order- 
ing the transfer to the Superior Courts of ad/ suits, of 
which, in the course of time, the subject matter is dis- 
covered to be more than £500, and thus, repudiating the 
option allowed by the statute itself (section 9) of retaining 
such suits in certain cases, the framers of the orders have 
not, in fact, abandoned what they were bound to retain. 
Various other flaws, or what appear such, will doubtless 
occur to the reader as he glances over the regulations, 
such, for instance, as the absence of any provision for the 
examination of witnesses abroad, and the omission, in 
the case of those living in this kingdom, but within the 
jurisdiction of a different county court, to give a party to 
the suit the opportunity, on guarantecing the expenses, 
of bringing them by subpana to give evidence in person, 
in place of the cumbrous written examination before a 
registrar. 

But the “ orders” must be judged, not by reference to 
any defects of detail, but by their capacity for bringing 
the new equitable jurisdiction into harmony at once with 
the common law functions of the county courts, so as to 
ensure equal expedition, and also with the actual practice 
of the superior courts of equity, to such an extent as to 
make, in the probably not rare contingency of an appeal, 
the previous hearing in the county court as useful an in- 
strument for stripping off the mere accidents, and laying 
bare the real point at issue, as is the hearing before a 
Vice-Chancellor or the Master of the Rolls of some com- 


plicated case, afterwards appealed, which was ori- 
ginally overloaded with irrelevant circumstances. The 
“orders” have, to some extent, achieved the for- 


mer result. But, as despatch is hardly at present the 
point of honour of the High Court of Chancery, 
orders which aim chiefly at that result are not likely 
so to mould a suit that the appeal court will have 
nothing todo but to put the few finishing touches. It 
will be indeed curious to remark how the Vice-Chan- 
cellors will at first deal with these novel suits in equity, 
with their concise statements often drawn by the 
plaintiffs themselves, and sometimes replied to by a 
counter-statement which, in the absence of interrogatories 
to compel a “ yes” or a “no,” will often tell a perfectly 
independent story, and sometimes even not replied to at 
all, since it must be remembered that a defendant, being 
under no obligation, but rather the contrary, to put in a 
written answer, may reserve his defence wholly to the 
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hearing itself, and leave the judge to find out its salient 
points. Then, too, there will be all the evidence, not 
merely to sum up, but to collect afresh ; for, while in 
appeals from one judge of the Court of Chancery to 
another, the judge of the Court above has (except in the 
comparatively rare case of an examination of witnesses 
in Court) in affidavits and the written evidence before 
the examiner, precisely the evidence on which the judge 
below based his decision, and has little to do except com- 
pare the latter’s judgment with the evidence which are 
the premises whence it was deduced, the judge in 
chancery will have, in case of an appeal from a county 
court, none of the evidence on which that court de- 
cided, except, it may be, in the shape of a few hasty 
notes. 

In fact, the framers of the “orders ” seem to have felt 
that the introduction into their courts of a suit likely to 
produce an appeal ought to be discouraged as an useless 
waste of time and money; and this was doubtless their 
reason for ignoring, as we have already pointed out, the 
option given by the legislature for the prosecution before 
them of cases subsequently discovered to involve interests 
worth more than £500. But we believe that the 
machinery, viz., cases to be prepared by the parties, or, 
in the event of disagreement, by the judge, proposed by 
the “orders” to meet the contingency of appeals for 
which, whether many or few, it was necessary to provide, 
is certain to prove unsatisfactory. The scheme looks as 
though the representatives of the county courts were 
ashamed of having their perfunctory equity-litigation re- 
vealed tothe Court of Chancery in its own proper desha- 
bille, and wished to shuffle over it a decent legal mantle 
before ushering it into that solemn presence. But 
apart from the fruitful matter for controversy in 
the original settling of these cases, the necessary ab- 
sence of any means of restraining the parties them- 
selves from controverting before the appeal court the 
judge-made statement of their case, and the extreme im- 
probability that the judges in chancery themselves will 
ever be persuaded to look at facts through the spectacles 
of other judges, are not to be considered as ineradicable 
vices in the plan. 

But the “orders” must not be blamed for having 
failed in constructing a practicable staircase from this 
sphere to that of the High Court of Chancery. The two 
are incommensurable; the very atmosphere is different. 
Let the county courts administer their equity speedily 
without straining too fastidiously at the quality. If any 
of their suitors are dissatisfied, the courts are open. If 
the Legislature’s attempt to save petty equitable inte- 
rests half the expense of proceeding necessary for realiz- 
ing them, sometimes issues simply in a bill of costs, a 
third more than it otherwise would have been, it is not the 
parliamentary measure, nor the rules framed for carrying 
it into execution, but human nature and human affairs 
which ought to bear the blame. 





TRIBUNALS OF PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY— 
BRIBERY AND CORRUPTION AT ELECTIONS. 
(Concluded from page 972.) 

In entering upon a discussion of the constitution of the 
new tribunal before which general charges of bribery and 
corruption should be investigated, we may pause to state 
the present practice in such cases, and to point out its 
advantages and deficiencies. If, in the course of the in- 
quiry into the propriety and validity of a return, the select 
committee, before whom it is conducted, think that there 
is evidence of extensive corruption in the constituency, 
they may in their report to the House of Commons men- 
tion their opinion, and suggest a further inquiry. On the 
receipt of such report, the Act 15 & 16 Vict. c. 67, gives 
both Houses of Parliament the power of addressing the 
Crown, who, if deemed expedient, may by warrant appoint 
commissioners, by lawful means, to inquire into the elec- 
tion, and if they find corruption to have existed at that elec- 
tion, to work back from election to election until they arrive 





at one at which no such corrupt practices prevailed, with 
power to report from time to time, and the commissioners 
are also to be enjoined to include in their report the name 
or names of the persons guilty of having given or received 
a bribe. This proceeding was adopted, as our readers will 
recollect, shortly after the assembling of the last Parlia- 
ment in the cases of Gloucester and Wakefield. 

It is open to two great objections—one affecting 
the mode of nomination, the other touching the qualifica- 
tion of the commissioners. It has one convenience, which 
in a new system may be preserved. The commissioners 
are appointed under the royal warrant; they are, there- 
fore, in general the nominees of the Government of the 
day; the Prime Minister for the time being will therefore 
make the appointments, and in exercising it he will 
naturally be open to the temptation, or, at any rate, to the 
suspicion, of political bias. It must be remembered that 
the inquiry into the corruption of a constituency must 
always be commenced very shortly after the re-assembling 
of Parliament, after a dissolution, or after the conclusion 
of a particular election. It will, therefore, take place 
while the remembrance of the political conflict is still 
fresh in the minds of all, and particularly of the existing 
administration whose position has been strengthened or 
weakened by the result of the election in question. We 
will suppose that the constituency, whose character has 
been reflected upon by the report of the select committee, 
has returned two opposition candidates (after a severe 
struggle), who have now, by the verdict of the committee, 
been unseated, can it be said that the Government of the 
day is the proper or just source from which the appoint- 
ment should proceed of commissioners, the result of 
whose report may be a recommendation that, for 
the present, or permanently, this adverse constituency 
shall cease to send members to Parliament. The com- 
missioners under these circumstances have it in their 
power to make a report which shall have the practical 
effect of placing four votes in the hands of that adminis- 
tration whose nominees they are. We would not be 
understood as suggesting that the three barristers who 
constitute the present tribuunal would act from such a 
motive. All that we assert is, that in a body so consti- 
tuted it is impossible to prevent the total absence of 
political bias, and a tribunal proper for our purpose 
should be one above all suspicion of party influence, or so 
constituted that any such influence or bias would he 
balanced or checked. If the reader is shocked at our 
suggestion that the public office might not entirely keep 
down the private political sentiments of the commis- 
sioners, let him read the following remark made in 
Parliament by Mr. Gisborn in 1844. He is speaking of 
the votes of members of Parliament who sit on the com- 
mittee: “I have this morning examined the journals of 
the House to see how far the decisions of the committee 
since the passing of the Act now in force for the trial of 
controverted elections, would bear a party aspect ; and 
excluding five committee cases ending in compromises, I 
find that twenty-five committees have decided in con- 
formity with the politics of the majority of the members 
who formed those committees, and eigit have decided the 
other way.” 

The other great objection to the present system touches 
the qualification of the commissioners. Is the judgment 
of three barristers one likely to be satisfactory to all 
branches of the Legislature and the country? Will the 
House of Lords in its subsequent dealing with the question 
of suspension or disfranchisement rely upon a report 
thus framed by a party constituted without their consent 
or participation. If not, this tribunal has the worst 
fault which it could possess—it cannot give a decision 
which may be regarded as final. It is, in effect, simply a 
machine for gathering evidence, and all the expense 
and inconvenience of a subsequent inquiry before a 
conmittee of the House of Lords, or at its bar, must be 
incurred which the work of the commission ought to 
have rendered unnecessary. This remark, too, proceeds 
onthe assumption, which experience shows is far frew 
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the fact, that the House of Commons is always willing 
to accept the commissioners’ report as a proper foundation 
on which to act. A satisfactory tribunal must therefore 
be one so constituted that all its members are not the 
nominees of the Government for the time being, and that 
its decision, when given, shall be so fortified by its own 
influence and authority as to preclude, in most cases, the 
desire to resort to any other mode of investigation for 
the purpose of eliciting the truth, and guiding to a con- 
clusion. 

The convenience to which we have alluded as 
attached to this present form is to be found in its move- 
able character. It is undoubtedly a great advantage 
to conduct the investigation on the spot—a great 
amount of time and money is saved, and in some in- 
stances the testimony given may be more valuable. And 
yet this course is undesirable in many instances. It should 
be the occasional, rather than the universal, mode ‘of 
investigation. Everyone remembers instances in which 
prisoners who have been committed for trial in the county 
where the offence was perpetrated have been removed to 
another county or the metropolis for trial, because of the 
unnatural and excited feeling manifested in the locality 
when the disaster happened. It was considered just that 
Palmer should be tried by a London jury. So the 
animosity, which, in election conflicts, is exhibited at the 
time when the one inquiry is supposed to be taking place, 
still burns unextinguished, and a system of indirect 
terrorism is produced where the witnesses are required to 
give their testimony among their neighbours, which 
induces them to conceal facts which they would not 
hesitate to reveal before a tribunal sitting in the metro- 
polis. If, however, it should become desirable, in the 
course of the trial before the final tribunal, to have a 
local inquiry, the appointment by them of commissioners 
to collect evidence on the spot would be most convenient, 
and, as in ordinary cases of the same nature, the report of 
the commission would be accepted as evidence to be 
acted upon. This course, indeed, was suggested in a bill 
upon the subject introduced by Lord John Russell in 
1833, by one of the clauses of which it was provided that 
if the special tribunal (in his measure a committee of 
review, comprised of members of the House of Commons) 
thought that the investigation of bribery and general 
corruption could be better conducted in the locality in 
question, they might appoint commissioners to investi- 
gate on the spot and return their report to the speaker, 
who in turn might summon the special tribunal to re- 
assemble to consider the evidence and arrive at a ccn- 
clusion. 

We are now in a better position to judge of the con- 
stituents of which to construct a new tribunal. It may 
be well to endeavour to gather together those points in 
which the present State systems have given us warming 
and advice. The new tribunal should not be composed 
of members wholly chosen by lot, or by the Government 
of the day, or by any one individual, it should not con- 
sist wholly of members of the House of Commons, but 
be so constituted as to obtain the respect and retain the 
confidence of all parts of the Legislature, and the country 
generally; it should possess a judicial element, although 
that element should not be allowed to predominate; its 
procedure should be so full and complete as to render all 
other inquiry unnecessary; and its judgment so final that 
from it there should be no appeal. 

In principle, though perhaps not altogether in detail, 
the Bribery Bill of 1834, as amended by the House of 
Lords, but which was never passed into a law, fulfilled 
these conditions and requisites. In its preamble it ex- 
pressed to provide for the trial of charges of extensive 
bribery in cities and boroughs sending members to Par- 
liament. The procedure suggested was shortly as follows: 
—As often as the Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons should report that further proceedings and investiga- 
tion were necessary touching a city or borough, their 
report was to be forthwith communicated to the House of 
Lords, and in case the House of Commons should address 





her Majesty to issue a commission, it was provided that it 
should be lawful for her Majesty to issue a commission 
accordingly. The commission was to be directed to one 
of the judges of the superior courts at Westminster, and 
to five members of the House of Lords, and seven members 
of the House of Commons, to be chosen in the manner 
after-mentioned, and such judge was to preside in a court 
thus formed, and, with the assistance of the twelve mem- 
bers, try the case submitted to them. The mode of 
choosing the members of the commission is thus explained, 
The House of Lords, within one month after the com- 
mencement of each session, was to choose by lot eighty- 
five peers who had taken their seats, and from this 
number twenty-five were to be selected for the purposes of 
the bill, fifteen being chosen by lot, and ten nominated 
by the Lord Chancellor, as Speaker of the House. The 
House of Commons, within the same time, was to choose 
also by lot 120 members who had taken their seats, 
thirty-five of these were then to be nominated by the 
Speaker as fitting to sit upon the tribunal in question. 
As soon as the report of the Committee of the House of 
Commons, suggesting further proceedings, had been com- 
municated to the Lords, the upper House was to choose, 
by lot, five names out of the list of twenty-five, and the 
lower House was also to select, by lot, seven names out of 
the list of thirty-five, and the five peers and seven com- 
moners so selected were to form a Court to inquire into 
the truth of the matters contained in the said report. All 
questions as to the admission or rejection of evidence were 
to be decided by the judge who presided, and the party 
against whom the decision was made might take the 
opinion of six of the fifteen judges upon the point in the 
form of a special case. The new Court, after hearing the 
evidence, was directed to return its finding in writing by 
a majority of voices, in an equality of votes, the judge 
having the casting vote, and the judge is to certify the 
result to her Majesty, who was to cause the same to be 
laid before both Houses of Parliament, and entered on 
the journals accordingly. 

A tribunal formed upon these provisions will be seen 
to fulfil the suggested requisitions. Its members are to 
be chosen partly by lot, partly by nomination; in the 
latter case the speaker of each House exercising the 
functions of nominator. It is to be composed of members 
of both Houses of Parliament; it has an important judicial 
element, the judge, however, only voting in the case of 
an equality of voices, and its judgment will exhaust all 
other desire for further inquiry. It is capable, however, 
of one improvement—the number of members should be 
reduced. The only effect of a plurality of judges, es- 
pecially when they are to decide by a majority of voices, 
and without reasons, is to lessen the difficulty of each by 
diminishing the responsibility of all. The number of 
twelve, chosen, perhaps, out of a superstitious reverence 
for that number, is unreasonably large. A tribunal com- 
posed of six private members, three of which shall be 
chosen by each House of Parliament in a manner similar 
to that prescribed by this bill, and under the presidency 
of a common law judge would, we think, be more efficient. 
By reducing the numbers, the chance of political combina- 
tion is lessened, and the certainty of securing the attend- 
ance of all is more nearly attained. 

To acourt thus constituted we believe might be safely 
entrusted the responsible duty of deciding whether the 
general corruption in a constituency justifies the infliction 
of punishment, and of discriminating between the cases 
where the penalty to be suggested should be that of 
extinction, suspension, or partial withdrawal of parlia- 
mentary privileges. It does not come within the scope 
of the present paper to consider the punishment which 
ought to be inflicted on the bribers or the bribed at 
elections. Notwithstanding the increase of general 
education, we fear that much corruption stillremains, We 
believe that it may be checked by wise legislative enact- 
ments, but we feel sure that it will not be eradicated by 
such means. The disease has its root within, and there 
it must be attacked, and, if possible, destroyed, 














Sept. 30, 1865. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1864. 
Part I. 
(Continued from page 987.) 

During the year 1864 the number of persons com- 
mitted for trial was less than in the previous year by 
1,312. There has been an extensive variation during the 
last twenty years in the number of commitments. In 
1845 they were 24,303, and in 1864, 19,506. During 
that period the largest number was in 1848, 30,349; 
and the smallest in 1860, when they amounted to 15,999. 
Since that year there was an annual increase till the date 
of the present return, which shows the decrease above 
mentioned. Very little, if any, conclusion can be drawn 
from these numbers, except perhaps they are steadily 
decreasing; but whether from the decrease of crime, or 
the failure of justice, it is impossible to discover. Out 
of these 19,506, the return shows that 14,726 were con- 
victed, that 4,753 were acquitted and discharged, and 
that 27 were detained as insane. 

By the Act passed in the session of 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. 
c. 27), the shortest period for which penal servitude can 
now be passed is five years, and in cases where there has 
been a previous conviction for felony, seven years. 
The Act came into operation on the 25th July, 1864, and 
its effect is apparent in the reduction by one-half, as 
compared with the numbers for 1863, in the number of 
the sentences for four and three years, and the increase in 
the proportion of those for the next longer periods; at 
the same time, the proportion of those for the longest 
terms, including those for life, is greatly diminished. 

Sentences of death were pronounced in 32 cases, 13 of 
which were commuted for penal servitude for life. With 
regard to capital punishment, the state of the law has 
within the last thirty-three years undergone great modifica- 
tion. There were in the year 1832 no less than 30 different 
offences subject to the sentence of death. Up to and 
including the year 1861 the number of cases in which 
sentence of death was passed averaged more than 50, 
but by the Act passed in 1861, treason and murder alone 
remain subject to capital punishment; and during the 
years 1862-3, and 4, the average number has been 30. 

During the year 1864 the cases reserved for the decision 
of the Court of Criminal Appeal numbered 24, in 8 of 
which the judgment was reversed; in 14 it was affirmed; 
in 1 case no judgment was delivered; and the remaining 
case stood over to be re-argued before all the judges. 
The Court of Criminal Appeal was constituted under the 
statute 11 & 12 Vict. c. 78, and is empowered to revise, 
affirm, or amend the judgments of the Criminal Courts 
of Assize and Quarter Sessions and the Central Criminal 
Court; the number of cases referred to does not appear 
large, but even considering the efficiency of our judges 
individually, the use of this exceptional jurisdiction is 
obvious. 

The return given of the sums paid by the Treasury 
on account of criminal prosecutions is for the year 1863, 
and comprises those at assizes and quarter sessions, and 
at the Central Criminal Court, also proceedings under the 
Criminal Justice Act and the Juvenile Offenders’ Act, 
and shows in detail the costs for each county and borough, 
at assizes and at sessions; and with respect to the me- 
tropolitan counties, at the Central Criminal Court, and 
under the two Acts above mentioned. The total 
number of indictments was 18,512, and the cost was 
£145,113 10s. 6d., being an average of £1 16s, 9d. each. 
The average cost of indictments at the assizes was 
£14 Os. ld. for each case. Summary proceedings under 
the Criminal Justice Act and Juvenile Offenders Act 
number 16,273, the cost being £15,752 13s, 11d., making 
an average of 1s. 4d. for each case. As compared with 
the preceding ycar, there is an increase of 513 in the 
number of cases tried on indictment, and of £4,282 1Xs. 
in the costs. On the other hand, there is a decrease of 
697 in the number of cases summarily disposed of, and of 
£181 18s. 1d. in the costs of these proceedings. The 
cost of prosecuting Mint cases on indictment in the year 
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1864 was £3, 677 17s. 8., ‘paid by the Treasury, and of 
other cases, £959 12s, 8d; but this does not include the 
costs of the prosecution of the Alexandra, and of the 
proceedings taken by the Board of Customs under the 
Foreign Enlistment Act, which were paid by the solicitor 
to the Treasury out of law charges, by direction of the 
Lords of the Treasury. 

With respect to the statistics relating to prisons, 
we have information as to the local prisons, the 
Government convict establishments, the reformatories, 
and industrial schools, also as to criminal lunatics under 
detention in different county and other asylums. The 
total number of commitments in the year 1864 was 
139,286, being a decrease as compared with 1863 of 
5,933. The commitments for debt and on civil process 
were less in 1864 by 2,205. There is an iacrease of 155 
in the number of prisoners re-committed, and the follow- 
ing table shows the number of times of re-committal:— 
Previous Commitments. Numbers, 





SMM ccndesixacavsasiaesedsd oad wasaude sanae cacge RC 
TRO ac cacncuccnal esvanascacteuss ginuaainaes donates. Oc 
TREN IOG so ccncasaun caacendiaiuaadustauenersascsenesaaisas See 
Four times ..... cdhddintinaccataiceadatabadiaucaidauad ae 
EW GING co nau aswiaasaceanensace ditisaasdnadcsue sate 
Seven times and above five Gasesdwosanens sdcidee oe 
Ten times and above SeVen ..iccccccccsecsecedee 2,027 
MDOVG Tele CEMNGR ie. oicscicccctscsccscedevsceasccseen “SHO 

Total ccccsccccscoce 45,192 


The degree of instruction of those committed during 
the year, with the exception of the debtors, and if those 
committed for military and naval offences was as fol- 
lows:—44,4832 could neither read nor write; 74,722 could 
read or read and write imperfectly; 6,720 could read and 
write well; 284 had received a superior education; and with 
respect to 898 their instruction was not ascertained. The 
proportion of those who had received no education at all 
was 35°7 per cent. of the total number committed, and 
of those imperfectly educated 58°8 per cent. 

As regards the sanitary state of the prisons, we find 
that the number of deaths in prison was 240, being 59 
above the average number for the five preceding years, 
and 22 above the number in 1863. The greatest number 
of sick at any one time was 1,757, which number was 
92 below the average of five previous years. 

The costs of the prisons was as follows:—Extra- 
ordinary charges, £116,884 19s, 8d.; ordinary annual 
charges, £100,035 6s. 7d.; officers, £195 5,557 Is.; and 
prisoners £140,452 14s. 10d., and making a total of 
£549,930 2s, 1d., and being an average for each prisoner 
of £29 14s. 1d. It is no small satisfaction to be able 
to observe that the item of prisoners diet shows in 
the average for 1864 a decrease of 11s. 6d. in the cost 
for each prisoner. 

In the 11 convict prisons it appears 6,908 convicts 
were received during the year, and that 7,241 remained 
in custody at the end. The total expense of convict 
prisons was £247,227 5s., being an average of £33 6s. 6d. 
for each convict. 

The number of children under the age of 16, committed 
to reformatory schools was 1,007, males and females; 
these are maintained principally at the cost of the 
Government. By means of these schools a large number 
of youths are withdrawn from the influence of crime, and 
afforded the opportunity of instruction, and many become 
useful members of society under the influence of the 
teaching there obtained. Of those admitted during the 
year 52°2 per cent. could neither read nor write, and 42°7 
per cent. could read or read and write imperfectly; the 
remainder being 5*1 per cent. who could read and write 
well. An additional interest would be given to these 
returns if the state of instruction of those who are 
discharged from reformatory schools were also recorded; 
we should then be better able to judge of the usefulness 
of these schools, 

The number of asylums in which criminal lunatics 
were under detention was 63, and the total number of 
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such lunatics was 1,309, being 56 more than at the com- 
mencement of the previous year. The number of these 
lunatics charged with murder, attempts to murder, 
stabbing, and manslaughter, including 10 cases of con- 
cealment of birth and infanticide, is 361, or 36°8 per 
cent. of the whole number under detention. 

The cost of lunatic prisoners charged on public 
revenue shows this year the enormous increase of 
£18,919 6s. Bethlehem Hospital, which was long 
known as the place of detention for criminal lunatics has 
been abandoned, and, with one exception, no criminals 
are detained there now. 

From this very concise summary of the tables of 


long experience ; and these two qualities few of the handy 
book writers possessed. The consequence was that their 
productions were often worthless, consisting of a dis- 
jointed jumble of isolated facts, culled from the pages 
of more elaborate treatises. However, what we will ven- 


| ture to call the handy book nuisance will cure itself. The 


judicial statistics, our readers will be able to gather the | 


nature and extent of the judicial tusiness of the year, 
and to form some opinion of the increase or decrease of 
crime, of the amount of punishment inflicted, and of the 
cost of enforcing that punishment, as well as of the 
measures taken for withdrawing the rising generation 
from the associations which, more than anything else, 
conduce to crime and increase the numbers of the 
criminal classes. 


REVIEWS. 
A Guide to the Law. By Evwarp Rrynoups, B.A., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 
Legal Forms. By W. C. Haun. 
Legal Forms for Common Use. By J. W. Surru, LL.D., 

Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 

These works all belong to the same class. They are all 
attempts to supply the unprofessional public with cheap 
law, and, if we may judge from the numerous publications 
of which they are specimens, they will be sure to find pur- 
chasers. We cannot, however, recommend them very con- 
fidently to our readers. They are, it is right to say, fully 
up to the ‘‘handy-book” standard ; indeed, Mr. Reynolds’ 
‘*Guide”’ is above it. We object to them on the general 
ground that all attempts to make ‘every man his own 
lawyer,” must, we believe, end in failure. ‘* A little leatn- 
ing is a dangerous thing” we are told in the ‘ Essay on 
Criticism,” and the sententious maxim is even more true 
of law than it is of literature. 

The Common Law Procedure Acts, it was supposed by 
enthusiastic reformers, would have inaugurated a legal 
millenium. The ‘lawless science ‘of the law”’ was to be 
lawless no longer, and the ‘* codeless myriads of precedent 
and wilderness of single instances,” which perplexed the 
mind of Mr. Tennyson’s hero, were to be thrown aside for 
ever, ‘Plain English,” the favourite cry of half-educated 
men, was to be used in all legal documents. The pieader’s 
occupation would be gone. Every suitor, it was supposed, 
would be able to manage his action in his own way, and get 
‘‘substantial justice” for next to nothing. But although 
thirteen years have passed since the first Act came into opera- 
tion, none of these sanguine anticipations have been realised. 
The few efforts made by determined laymen to draw their own 
pleadings resulted in all sorts of disappointments. Demurrers 
were still found to be in full vigour, and wise men soon ad- 
mitted that it required practised hands to mould the new 
forms, simple as they were, to the facts of each particular case. 
Kre long the chambers of pleaders were as full of business as 
ever, and now one of their number has published a thick 
octavo of ‘** precedents,” which proves conclusively that the 
new system, though less technical, requires almost as much 
study as the old. 

Since the publication of Lord St. Leonards’ famous Handy 
Book, the same sort of mistake has been made about prin- 
ciple, as the passing of the Acts of 1852, and 1854, caused 
men to make about procedure. ‘* Here is the whole law of 
real property ina nutshell,” exclaimed the astonished reader, 
‘*let me have the law on other subjects in as compendious 
a form.” 
manuals, and of course there was speedily an ample supply. 
Practical Guides of Bills, Partnership, Master and Servant, 





H. Cox. 





original idea was that everybody should be able to carry the 
law about everything in his waistcoat pocket. That has 
been found impossible, and this new species of legal litera- 
ture would already fill a small library. Dr. Smith alone has 
found time to produce seven diminutive treatises on as many 
subjects. His ‘‘ Legal Forms” make the eighth. We regret 
that he should not have devoted his abilities and industry to 
more important works, His powers of arrangement and 
agreeable mode of explanation would be well bestowed on 
the composition of an exhaustive treatise on some single 
subject. In both these respects he is far superior to Mr. 
Hall, whose ‘‘ Forms” are published without any attempt 
at classification, and without any explanations annexed to 
them, But they have one advantage over Dr. Smith’s; they 
have been, we are informed by the author, actually used in 
practice. 

Mr. Reynolds has adopted an alphabetical plan in his 
“Guide,” and for a work of so fragmentary a character, such 
an arrangement is perhaps the best. If he is called on to 
prepare a second edition we should advise him to place at 
the top of each page the titles of the first and last subjects 
dealt with below. We gather from his preface that he has 
formed a high opinion of the importance of his labours, ‘‘A 
book of this description,” he says, ‘cannot fail to be 
welcome and of considerable benefit.” We cannot help 
doubting the accuracy of the latter of these two confident 
statements. The ‘‘Guide” contains, we gladly bear witness, 
a large amount of useful legal information, but we believe 
that the note-book of a diligent student is likely to be more 
serviceable to himself than to anyone else. 





A Discourse upon Dilapidations. By Tuomas Morris, 

Architect. London : Simpkin, Marshall, & Co. 

This little work is intended rather for surveyors than 
lawyers. We observe some few inaccuracies in the dis- 
tinctively legal portions of the book, but it will probably be 
found a useful little manual to gentlemen in Mr. Morris’s 
profession. It is very neatly printed and gaily bound. The 
style is colloquial and clear. 


Principles of Equity Drafting: with an Appendix of Forms. 
By Huserr Lewis, B.A., of the Middle Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Butterworths. 1865. 

It was an early boast of the Court of Chancery that no 
man was deprived of his remedy there by reason of mere 
defect in pleading. Lord Ellesmere states that, in the time 
of Edward IV., it was agreed by all the judges in the Star 
Chamber that neither mispleader nor default of form should 
be prejudicial to the chancery, for that the Chancellor must 
judge secundum conscientiam et non secundum allegat. 

It would not be correct to say that this boast could be re- 
peated in the present day. There are many cases in which 
the Court of Chancery requires as great strictness in pleading 
as a court of law, e.g., the benefit of statutes of frauds or limi- 
tations cannot be made available ore tenus. They must be 
set up in the pleadings or by the aflidavits which, in certain 
proceedings in chancery, take the place of pleadings, other- 
wise a suitor will not be allowed to avail himself of them. 
But it is as true now as ever that mere phraseology is unim- 
portant in equity pleadings. The best drawn bill or answer 
is that which, in the least technical language, tells the story 
of the complaint or the defence. It is essential to a chancery 
barrister to have a very clear view of the law of his case, and 
to bring out in concise language the grounds upon which a 
bill or answer proceeds ; but when once he has made up his 
mind what line to take, he has nothing to do but to arrange 
the facts in order of date, to state the narrative in the simplest 


| manner, and then tosubmit what he conceives to be the con- 


A demand set in, which still exists, for pocket | 


| 


Criminal Law, Torts, and a hundred other subjects poured | 


from the press. But their writers were very different men 
from the venerable ex-chancellor who must have seen with a 
horror, like Frankenstein’s, some of the monstrous creations 
for which he was indirectly responsible. To write a small 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


clusions of law. 

It follows from this that in no department of the law are 
precedents of less value than in what is termed ‘‘ Equity 
drafting.” A sound knowledge of the principles of equity 
and the experience arising from actual practice, are the only 
sound grades in drawing a bill or answer. Hence, the books 
in our libaries on Equity drafting, such as the very elaborate 
precedents of Van Heythuysen, Whitworth’s Equity Prece- 


book on a great subject requires considerable genius, and | dents, and some forms of bills in the Appendix to Williams’ 
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Chancery Practice (1853), are perhaps less referred to by 
practitioners than any other books. 

Mr. Lewis has attempted to add to these works another 
more suited to modern practice, and has introduced some 
forms of bills, answers, &c., preceded by a sketch of the prin- 
ciples upon which Equity drafting should proceed. We are 
afraid that his book will not be of much use to Chancery 
barristers, although it may be useful to solicitors, who will 
at first be much at sea in attempting to work out the cases 
arising out of the new limited jurisdiction in equity conferred 
upon the county courts. The procedure in the county 
courts is not yet fixed, but it will fall, of necessity, into 
forms similar to those observed in the High Court of Chan- 
cery. Solicitors, however, will soon learn that the only way 
of really learning ‘‘ Equity drafting,” is to master the great 
works of Mitford, Spence, and Storey on Equity Pleading and 
Jurisprudence, and to obtain, if possible, a short experience 
of drawing bills and answers in the chambers of a practising 
equity draftsman. 
Lord Mansfield, C.J.: a Founder’s-day Speech. By Lovis 

AutHuR GoopeEvE, B.A., Student of Christ Church, and 

of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

William Murray, the ‘‘ great Lord Mansfield,” was edu- 
eated at Christ Church, Oxford, and there his memory is 
naturally held in peculiar veneration. Mr. Goodeve there- 
fore could not have selected a better subject fora ‘ Founder’s- 
day Speech” than the career of that famous jurist and com- 
mercial lawyer. If Nottingham may rightly claim the title 
of the ‘* Father of Equity,” Mansfield may with equal justice 
be called the father of the English commercial code. His 
liberal education and extensive acquaintance with the writ- 
ings of the Civilians, gave to his mind a greater breadth than 
was usual during the last century amongst our common law 
judges, many of whom were learned only in black letter lore, 
and well fitted him to deal with the ever growing legal 
necessities of a prosperous nation. In Mr. Goodeve'’s speech 
we have a concise estimate of Lord Mansfield’s political as 
well as of his judicial character, written in a singularly 
agreeable style. We extract a passage in which the styles 
of Murray and his great rival, Pitt, are contrasted in felici- 
tous terms:—‘“‘The one was overpowering, the other irre- 
sistible—Pitt thundered and terrified; Murray, with his 
silvery voice and clear reasoning, charmed and persuaded. 
Murray’s style was purer and more classical, and his know- 
ledge greater, but he had not the patriotie ardour, the 
courage and moral qualities of Pitt. Pitt was a more power- 
ful assailant; Murray was stronger in defence. In person 
Pitt was commanding; Murray engaging. Pope had taught 
Murray grace of action; nature had made Pitt theatrical.” 

The whole of Mr. Goodeve’s oration is conceived in good 
taste, and is free from the exaggerated phraseology often 
found in similar productions. 





Vacher’s Pocket Digest of Stamp Duties and of Judicial De- 

cisions thereon, Sixth edition. 1865, 

This useful manual has reached a sixth edition, which con- 
tains all the alterations in the stamp laws which have taken 
place since the issue of the last edition. These alterations 
have been so extensive, that they have necessitated an entire 
revision of the work, which now embodies the amended 
duties and all the reported cases wp to July, 1865. Both 
the statutes and the judicial decisions are arranged under 
alphabetical headings, and thus a great facility for reference 
is attained. The book will be found of great service to 
members of both branches of the profession. 





(Before Mr. Commissioner HOLROYD.) 

Proof by ‘tan agent”—Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 146. 

A point of some practical importance was decided last week 
by Mr. Commissioner Holroyd in the London Court of Bank- 
ruptey. Proof was sought to be made against a bankrupt’s 
estate by the London agent of a Scotch firm, in respect of 
goods sold and delivered by his principals to the now bank- 
rupt. Mr. George Lewis raised the objection that inasmuch 
as the agent was not in the ‘employment ” of the creditor, 
but only an agent for sale on commission, and also an agent 
for other persons, he could not prove under the 146th section 
of the Act. He contended that the relation of master and 
servant did not exist between the parties, and that the agent 
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could not be indicted for embezzlement should he misapply 
the proceeds of sales. After hearing the other side Mr. Com- 
missioner Holroyd held that the powers of the Act must be 
construed in a liberal spirit, so as to give creditors every 
facility for proving their debts. If the agent swore that in 
the particular transaction he was in the ‘*employment” of 
the creditor, if he stated that it was within his own know- 
ledge that the debt was incurred, the consideration for the 
debt, and the fact of its remaining undischarged, the claim 
might be proved. The proof was then admitted. 





MANCHESTER BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner JEMMETT). 

Sept. 20.—Re J. B. Bancroft.—The bankrupt, a printer 
and stationer in Manchester, whose name has recently been 
prominently before the public in connection with the Divorce 
Court, applied yesterday, throngh Mr. R. B. B. Cobbett, 
for his release from custody. He had been adjudicated a 
bankrupt, in Lancaster Gaol, by one of the registrars of the 
Court, but, owing to the opposition on behalf of the detain- 
ing creditor, the question relating to the order was referred 
to the Commissioner. 

Mr. Jordan opposed the application yesterday.—He said 
that in the case which he should lay before the Court two 
questions would be involved. The first was whether the 
adjudication made by the Registrar at Lancaster was rightly 
made ; and, supposing that it was rightly made, was the 
bankrupt now entitled to release? Mr. Bancroft was in 
prison upon two attachments—one for more than £300 for 
costs which he had been ordered to pay into the Court of 
Probate and Divorce, with reference to a suit that he in- 
stituted against his wife and a personnamed Rumney. ‘The 
second attachment—for more than £100—also related to 
costs which he was ordered to pay when a judicial separation 
was granted against him, at the suit of his wife. These at- 
tachments, Mr. Jordan argued, did not, within the meaning 
of the 100th section of the Bankruptey Act, 1861, form a 
‘debt, claim, or demand.’ The imprisonment was for a 
contempt of Court, and, according to the 165th section, the 
bankrupt was not entitled to purge the contempt till he got 
his discharge. He must rely for his release on the 165th 
section. But setting aside that section—and this view led 
him to the second point of his case—the bankrupt was not 
entitled to his release at any rate till after the choice of the 
assignees. Among the cases quoted in support of this 
view, the decision most strongly bearing on the point was 
that of Re Butler, 12 W. R. 352. In that case the bank- 
rupt had been adjudicated in prison by the Registrar, as in 
the case of Bancroft. The Registrar refused to release her 
until the appointment of the assignees, and she appealed to 
the Commissioner. The Commissioner endorsed the Regis- 
trar’s decision, who remarked that it was not shown that 
her release would be for the benefit of the creditors. 
Another strong reason why Bancroft was not entitled to the 
sympathy of the Court was that he had improperly disposed 
of his property. At any rate he should not be released on 
his first application, and he ought to be kept in prison till 
the usual time. He had stated in his examination at Lan- 
caster that he estimated his assets at £50. About eight 
months ago, during the pending of the proceedings in the 
Divorce Court, he gave a bill of sale on his furniture, &c., 
toa man named Brown. £300 was advanced on that bill, 
and when the goods were sold he got £50 more. He stated 
that his stock in trade was sold by Mr. Rumney under an 
execution. When asked as to whether he did not give a 
sumptuous dinner to the inmates of the prison to celebrate 
the 40th anniversary of his birthday, he replied that there 
was a dinner, and that 1s. 9d. per head was paid for it. 
A gentleman, named Wilkinson, occupied the chair ; and 
the usual loyal and patriotic toasts were given. When he 
was married, a little over two years ago, he had more than 
£6,000, He (Mr. Jordan) considered the fact of his getting 
through so much money in so short a time was of itself a 
sufficient justification for opposing the release, The man 
Brown had also been examined, and it appeared from his 
evidence that he had taken Mr. Bancroft’s business, and 
put up his own name. He had also gone to live in Mr. 
Bancroft’s house, and it was evident that he was in posses- 
sion for Bancroft. 

Mr. Cobbett objected to any reference to Brown’s evidence, 
as his examination had arisen out of a misapprehension on 
the part of the Court when the summons was granted to 
have Brown examined. 
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The ComMIssIONER decided that Brown’s examination 
could not be read. 

Mr. Cobbett said that the cases quoted by Mr. Jordan re- 
ferred to some other section than the 100th or the 101st. 
There could be no doubt that the bankrupt was in prison 
for a ‘‘debt or demand,” and, that being so, the bankrupt 
ought to have had his release, with protection. In Re 
Butler the argument turned on the application of the 112th 
section of the Act of 1849, and the decision was made upon 
that. There was really nothing in the present case that 
made it different from any other, and he (Mr. Cobbett) 
could not think it a graceful course either for the wife, who 
was the detaining creditor, or the co-respondent, to send 
him to prison, or to concoct stories to keep him there. 

Mr. Jordan said that in reference to that part of the 
bankrupt’s examination which related to the disposal of the 
stock in trade, he should like to explain that the execution 
was not on the part of Mr. Rumney, but of a man who 
brought an action for libel. 

Mr. Cobbett.—The evidence is that Rumney sold it under 
an execution. 

Mr. Jordan.—No ; a man named Willan. 

Mr. Cobbett.—A friend of Rumney. 

The ComMissioNER said it was an important case, as it 
affected the right of aman to be set at liberty after he had 
been visited and adjudicated by the Registrar. The learned 
counsel had argued strongly before the Registrar on behalf 
of the detaining creditor, and the Registrar having some 
doubts referred the case to the Commissioner. He thought 
that was perhaps rather over scrupulous on the part of the 
Registrar, for he conceived it to be the bounden duty of the 
Registrar, when he dealt with a prisoner who was confined 
for debt, to adjudicate him, give him his release and a 
limited protection. There could be no doubt as to the 
attachment being a debt. He should order the bankrupt’s 
release. 

Mr. Jordan intimated that the decision would be appealed 
against. 














APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. G, Lake Russew1, of the equity bar, has been ap- 
pointed judge of the Bloomsbury County Court, in the room 
of Mr. D. D. Heath, resigned. . 

The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. Jostau W. Smrru, 
Q.C., author of the ‘* Manual of Equity,” the ‘‘ Law of Real 
and Personal Property,” and numerous other works, to the 
County Court Judge of Circuit 27, in the room of Mr. U. 
Corbett, resigned. 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE, 


SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. Justice Boothby and Mr. Justice Gwynne, the two 
puisne judges of the Supreme Court, have decided (the 
Chief Justice dissenting) that there is no such court legally 
constituted as the Local Court of Adelaide. The decision 
is, that the Constitution Act, giving power to the colony 
to make laws for the peace, order, and good government of 
the colony, does not convey power to establish courts of 
justice, and that no colonial legislature can erect such courts 
without express power from the Imperial Parliament. All 
the local courts of this colony are pronounced to be no 
courts, and the magistrates no magistrates. The judges, 
perhaps, believed that the English mail would bring news 
that the doubts so frequently expressed in the Supreme 
Court as to the competency of our Legislature to establish 
courts of law had been removed by Imperial legislation ; but 
no such Act has arrived, and these two judges have pulled 
down the old courts before we possess power to erect new 
ones. Some barristers have been advising their clients to 
resist by physical foree the oflicials of the inferior courts. 
This is something like anarchy. Our position is not im- 
proved by the cireumstance that scarcely any one in the 
colony takes the view of these two judges; our Supreme 
Court consists of three judges, and if the majority were to 
declare that two and two do not make four, we should be 
compelled to get an imperial Act for the rescue of colonial 
arithmetic. In the present emergency the Government 
have carried two measures through the Assembly with large 
majorities ; one to indemnify magistrates who sit in local 
courts, the other to give an appeal from the local courts to 
the Local Court of Appeal. The two judges consider that 
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that court also has no existence, and, consisting as it does 
of the Governor and the Executive Council, it is not the 
tribunal we should prefer for questions of law; but as a 
temporary expedient it may be used with advantage. Not- 
withstanding the judges’ decision, the local court of Adelaide 
continues to sit, but some lawyers have refused to plead 
before it. We are anxiously looking for an Act from the 
Imperial Parliament declaring our local legislation valid.— 
South Australian Paper. 








COUNTY COURTS EQUITABLE JURISDICTION. 

A scale of costs and charges to be naid to counsel and at- 
torneys in the county courts, under the provisions of the 
statute 28 & 29 Vict. c. 99. 

Lower Scale Highr Scale 

not exceed- above 

ing £100, £100. 

8.58, Gy. ies By Oe 
Instructions to sue or defend ............ 010 0 015 0 
Examining, and taking minutes of 

evidence of each witness, afterwards 

allowed by the Judge .....-...cceseeeee 03 0 05 0 
Application for substituted service or 


service out of England................. 04 0 06 0 
Service sum allowed by Judge. 
Drawing plaint or petition or state- 

ment by defendant, or preparing in- 

structions for counsel to draw the 

same, and attendance therewith ...... 013 4 1 0 0 
Fee to counsel and clerk therewith ... 1 3 6 2 4 6 
Attendance, and filing plaint, petition, 

admission, or statement .........+.+006 03 4 06 8 
Every copy of plaint, petition, ad- 

mission, or statement ......-..eseceeeee 020 03 06 
Preparing, and service of notice to in- 

spect, admit, or produce and fair 

COPY seeveesees eeeceees picscheresteneserie a 0 06 
Attending inspecting documents ...... 050 07 0 
Mileage one way from the attorney's 

place of business to place of inspec- 

tion, for each Mile  .....cdscccecsececees 06 006 
Preparing admission by defendant .. 0 3 0 0 5 0 


All necessary affidavits not exeeceding 

five folios, including filing, each ... 0 5 0 07 0 
If above five folios are allowed upon 

taxation, then for every additional 


FOIO  .scccscocccsescrcsscesesscsevccccseress 10 010 
Attending court, and conducting cause 

where no counsel employed ......... 110 0 22 0 
Instructions for, and drawing and copy 

briefs, in causes or matters in which 

counsel is employed, including at- 

tendance on counsel therewith ...... 200 3 0 0 
Fee to counsel and clerk, not exceed- 

ING .rcccccccccccescccsccccscenssescvsocscesce 246 3 5 6 
Attending Court on hearing with 

counsel ........+6 ssocsoseccese eteleckavexes 010 0 O18 O 
Attending Court to support or oppose 

any application or motion without 

COUNSEL] croccracenccsccrseorercecsssooeccces 015 0 10 0 
Attending in the last-mentioned cases 

WItH COUNBE! weivenssessescccnossrsicessess 010 0 O15 O 
Fee to counsel and clerk notexceeding 1 3 6 2 4 6 
Every attendance on the Registrar 

which he may think upon taxation 

WOR TIOCOSEATY «ss s0sscsiecnscsasoasenevere 050 07 0 


When the attendance is longer 
than one hour, then for every ad- 
ditional hour or part ofan hour 0 4 0 0 6 O 

The like costs for attendance before an 
exuminer, 

Witnesses’ expenses in conformity with 
rule. 

OCCASIONAL Costs. 

Where in the course of a cause or 
matter a party suing or sued ina 
fiduciary or representative character 
necessarily incurs costs not allowed 
upon taxation between party and 
party, the Registrar shall apply to 
the Judge to allow such sums as 
he may think fit out of any funds in 
court applicable to that purpose. 
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Lower Scale Highr Scale 


not exceed- above 
ing £100. £100, 
For attorney’s journey to attend hear- 
ing, mileage one way from attor- 
ney’s place of business to court, for 
CACD MHC .cereovicsssscsssccsooscsenesaees 6 0 0 6 
Where in opinion of Registrar he could 
not return same night . pidearmaraiannal <x 110 1411 6 
Drawing accounts and other docu- 
ments not included in the foregoing 
costs, but allowed upon taxation of 
costs to be necessary, per folio ..... - 008 00 8 
For perusing and adapting old ab- 
stracts of title, per three poe ~~ O38 4 08 4 
Drawing abstract of additional deeds 
and documents, per three sheets...... 0 6 8 O 6 8 
For preparing conditions and contracts 
of sale, and fair copy, per folio ...... a ee ee a a 
Where condition and contract are not 
submitted to counsel, in addition to 
the above there shall be allowed for 
perusing abstracts, every three 
Rhee cscisnininnnnmunund 8. S-4) 0-9 


Where conditions and contracts are to 
be settled by counsel, instructions to 
counsel to accompany abstract, and 
attendance therewith, or letter ...... 

Fee to counsel. 

Fair copies of abstracts of title or of ac- 
counts, documents, opinion of coun- 
sel, and of ad received from 
counsel, per folio ... 

Atte nding RIG, cascedsdesaren addacwedtexiee 

Where by any proceeding taken by the 
opposite party it becomes necessary 
to advise or receive instruction from 
a client in the progress of a suit or 
matter, foreach attendance........... 0 6 8 O13 4 

Attending taxing costs ... 0& @ & 4,0 


06 8 O13 4 









Letters and messages .....cceree O 5 O O10 O 
Costs OF THE DAY ON ADJOURNMENT. 
Attending court where no counsel em- 

LUGAR, cacucaauscancnsaasncehuicUretueaecee Cre @ ft S'¢ 
Attending with counsel ............086--. 010 0 O15 0 
Refresher fee to counsel and clerk not 

exceeding ......- inmesaumeuucns tie OO" a a © 
Witnesses expenses same as on trial. 

Costs ON APPEAL. 
Preparing notice of appeal, including 

COpies AN SETVICE.s.ccsessserercccseese 0.7, O09 O10 0 
Preparing case, including copies mae: 210-04 Ob -O 
Attending Judge to sign .. scree 0 6-0 O F O 
Attending Judge in case of difference 

£0 'S60HIC 525.0600 segenboodenee ergocesess: 0.30 ,,0: O16 


0 
Application to stay preceedings......... 0 7 0 010 0 


Transmitting case and corfies, includ- 


ing notice "to successful Party... ...00 050 07 0 
Application to Judge for leave to pro- 

ceed on judgment ...... dies teadaprsnss. AV ind OR Ai AO 
Depositing decree or order of Court of 

AUDDOBL' vneguwagibcnen¥ cade snelexgonsdennpas 03 0 0 4 


N.B.—The Registrar is to tax the bills of costs upon the 
lower scale when the subject-matter of the suit or proceed- 
ing does not exceed £100, and upon the higher when it 
exceeds £100, 

We, John Bury Dasent, John Worlledge, Rupert Alfred 
Kettle, aud Williom Furner, being county court judges ap- 
pointed to frame rules and orders for regulating the prac- 
tice of the courts, and forms of ee therein, under 
the 82nd section of the 19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 108, have, under 
the powers vested in us by the Act 19 & 20 Vict. c. 99, 
framed the above scale of costs and charges to be paid to 
counsel and attorneys in suits and proceedings in equity ; 
and we do hereby certify the same to the Lord Chancellor 
accordingly. 

J. B. DAsent. 

J. WORLLEDGE. 
Rurerr A, Kerre. 
WILLIAM FURNER. 

I approve of this scale, to come into operation in all 
county courts on the 1st day of October, 1865. 

CranwortH, C. 


judge, 





COUNTY COURT ORDERS AND F FORMS IN EQUITY. 

We, Joun Bury Dasent, DoveiaAs Denon Huarua, Jown 
Wortiepce, Rurerr ALFRED KETTLE, and WiLLIAM FurR- 
NER, being county court judges appointed to frame rules 
and orders for regulating the practice of the courts, and 
forms of ag therein, under the 32nd section of the 
19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 108, have, under the powers vested in us 
by the Act 28 ‘& 29 Vict. e. 99, framed the following rules, 
orders, and forms, and we do hereby certify the same to the 
Lord Chancellor accordingly. 

Orver I.—Surrts. 
Plaint and Summons. 

Rule 1. Commencement of suit.—All suits under the Ist, 
2nd, 3rd, 4th, or 7th clauses of the 1st section of the Act, 
shall be commenced by filing a plaint in equity in the 
County Court, to which jurisdiction in the matter is given 
by! the 10th section of the Act. 

2. Names, C. C. Rules, 1857, No, 34.—Every plaint in 
pe caf shall state the name, address, and description of the 
plaintiff, and of the person intended to be brought before 
the Court as defendant ; ; and where any party sues or is sued 
ina —e sentative character he shall be so described in the 
plaint ; but this rule shall be subject to the 34th rule of the 
County Court Rules 1857. 

3. Plaint.—Every plaint in equity shall contain a concise 
statement of the grounds on which the plaintiff seeks to 
obtain relief ; and shall ask for the specific relief to which 
he conceives himself entitled, and also for general relief. 

4. Plaint filed by attorney.—Where the plaint is filed by 
an attorney he shall indorse thereon his name or firm and 
place of business, and that the plaintiff sues by him as 
attorney ; and where there is more than one plaintiff, and 
the plaint is not filed by an attorney, the plaintiff who 
actually files the same shall indorse thereon his name and 
address, 

5. Form of plaint.—Plaints in equity may be in forms 
similar to those set out in the schedule to these orders, with 
such variations as the nature and circumstances of each 
particular case may require. 

6. Delivery to registrar and filing of plaints. —The plain- 
tiff or his attorney shall deliver at the office of the registrar 
the plaint, with as many copies thereof as there are persons 
to be brought before the Court as defendants, and the regis- 
trar shall forthwith indorse on the plaint a me smorandum of 
the day on which the same was received by him, and when 
such plaint shall be so indorsed, it shall be taken for all 
purposes to have been duly filed on the date so indorsed 
thereon. 

7. Summons on plaint,—The registrar shall, on the filing 
of such plaint, make out a summons to the defe ndant, or to 
every defendant where there is more than one, to appear, 
and submit to the judgment of the Court thereon. 

8. Date and return of summons.—The summons shall be 
in the form in the schedule, and be dated of the day on 
which the plaint was filed, and may be returnable at any 
court to be holden not less than one calendar month, nor 
more than three calendar months from the filing thereof. 

9. Service of summons.—The summons, with a copy of 
the aga annexed thereto, shall be issued by the registrar 
to the bailiff forthwith, who shall serve the same within 
seven days, and the service thereof shall ‘be proved, in con- 
formity with the present practice of the County Courts; pro- 
vided alw: ays, that the Court may, upon fac ts duly verified 
by affidavit, allow substituted service where justice requires 
it. 

10. Service when defendant is out of jurisdiction of county 

Where a defendant shall be out of England, the 
or in his absence the registrar, may, upon an affidavit 
of the fact, direct the service of the plaint and summons to 
be effected within such time and in such manner as the judge 
or registrar may think fit. 

Orvek II.—Suits. 
Proceedings after } 

Rule 1. Admission.—Where any defendant desires to 
admit the truth of the allegations in the plaint, and to 
submit to the judgment of the ( ‘ourt, he may, at any time 
before the return day of the original summons, in the presence 
of a registrar of a county court, or in the presence of one 
of his clerks, or of an attorney of one of the superior courts, 
sign an admission in the form contained in the schedule to 
these orders; and the signature of the defendant thereto 


shall be verified by affidavit, unless signed in the presence 


courts. - 
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of the registrar of the court in which the suit is, or of one of 
his clerks. 

2. Notice of admission.—The admission shall be delivered 
to the registrar, together with a copy thereof for each of the 
plaintiffs, or, where the plaint is filed by an attorney, with 
a copy for such attorney only ; and the registrar shall forth- 
with file the same, and transmit a copy by post to each 
plaintiff, or the attorney, as the case may be, and after the 
receipt of such copy the plaintiff shall be entitled to the 
costs then already incurred, and to the further costs of 
attending the court and obtaining the decree or order to be 
made upon such admission, but to no other costs. 

3. Statement in the nature of a disclaimer or answer 
may be filed by defendant.—The defendant may, within 
eight days after the service of the summons, by a statement 
in writing signed by him, disclaim any interest in the sub- 
ject-matter of the suit, or admit or deny any of the state- 
ments in the plaint, or raise any question of law on such 
statements without admitting the truth thereof; or he may 
state concisely any new fact or document upon which he in- 
tends to rely as a defence at the hearing, or which he thinks 
advisable to bring to the notice of the Court. Provided 
always, that in exercising his discretion as to costs, the 
judge shall consider the fact of a defendant having or not 
having availed himself of the powers given by this rule. 

4, Statement to be filed. —The statement under the 

last foregoing rule shall be delivered to the registrar, together 
with a copy thereof for each of the plaintiffs, or where the 
plaint is filed by attorney, with a copy for such attorney 
only; and the registrar shall forthwith file the same, and 
transmit a copy by post to each plaintiff or the attorney, as 
the case may be. 
_ 5. Statement filed by attorney. — Where the statement 
is filed by an attorney he shall indorse thereon his name or 
firm and place of business, and that the defendant defends 
by him ; and where it is not filed by an attorney, the defen- 
dant who actually files the same shall indorse thereon his 
name and address. 

6. Dismissal of suit.--The plaintiff may at any time 
before setting down the cause for hearing, by notice in 
writing delivered at the office of the registrar, require the 
plaint to be dismissed as against all or any of the defendants, 
with costs, without prejudice to further proceedings or suits, 
and such notice shall operate as an order to dismiss accord- 
ingly ; and the registrar shall forthwith file such notice, 
and forward a copy thereof by post or otherwise to each of 
the defendants, 

Orver IIJ.—Suirs. 
Evidence. 

Rule 1. Evidence to be taken vivi voce.—Except where 
otherwise provided by these Orders, the evidence of witnesses 
shall be taken vivd voce on oath according to the practice on 
the hearing of plaints. 

2. As to admission of documents, 21 & 22 Vict. c. 
27, s. 7.—Where a party desires to give in evidence any 
document, he may, not less than five days before the hear- 
ing, give notice to any other party in the cause who is com- 
petent to make admissions, requiring him to inspect and ad- 
mit such document; and if such other party shall not within 
a reasonable time make such admission, any expense of 
proving the same at the hearing shall be paid to him, what- 
ever be the result of the cause, unless the Court shall other- 
wise order; and no costs of proving any document shall be 
allowed unless such notice be given, except in cases where, 
in the opinion of the registrar, the omission to give such 
notice has been a saving of expense. 

3. Inspection of documents in possession or control of 
an opposite party. See C. C. Rules 63, 76, and 15 &16 Vict. 
c. 86, s, 18.—Where a party desires to inspect any docu- 
ment in the possession or under the control of any other 
party, he may, five days before the hearing, give notice to 
such other party that he or his attorney desires to inspect 
the same at any place to be appointed by such other party ; 
and if such other party shall not appoint a convenient place, 
or allow the party giving such notice, or his attorney, to in- 
spect such document within three days after receiving such 
notice, the judge may adjourn the hearing, and make such 
order as to costs as he shall think fit. 

4. Summons to witness.—Where a party requires the 
attendance of any other party, or of any witness, either to 
give evidence or to produce documents, he shall apply to 
the registrar to issue a summons requiring such other party 
or witness to attend the Court or the registrar, as the case 
may be, or to attend and produce documents; and such 
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summonses shall respectively be drawn up by the registrar, 
and be issued by him to the bailiff, who shall serve the 
same; and in every summons to produce documents the 
registrar shall insert a description of the documents re- 
quired. 

5. Compulsory production of documents by parties to suit. 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, ss. 18 & 20.—Where a party served with 
a summons under the last rule shall not at the hearing pro- 
duce the documents required, the Court may, upon admis- 
sion or proof of the service of such summons within a reason- 
able time, and that such documents are in the possession of 
the party so served, and that they relate te the matter then 
pending before the Court, make an order for their production 
by him, and the Court may deal with them, when so pro- 
duced, and with all costs occasioned by their non-production, 
as may appear just : provided that nothing herein shall pre- 
vent the Court from receiving secondary evidence of any 
document of which notice to produce has been given. 

6. Docwments bjected to received without formal 
proof.—Where any documents are produced to the Court 
from proper custody, they shall be read without further 
proof, if they appear genuine, and if no objection be 
taken thereto ; and if the admission of any document so pro- 
duced be objected to, the judge may adjourn the hearing, 
and the party so objecting shall pay the costs caused by 
such objection, in case the same shall afterwards be proved, 
unless the judge shall otherwise order. 

7. Afidavit.—Where a party desires to use at the hearing 
an affidavit by any particular witness, or an affidavit as to 
particular facts, he may, ten days before the hearing, give a 
notice, with a copy of such affidavit annexed, to the party 
against whom such affidavit is to be used ; and unless such 
last-mentioned party shall within five days give notice to the 
other party that he objects to the use of such affidavit, he 
shall be taken to have consented to the use thereof. 

8. Examination de bene esse.—Where it shall be necessary 
to examine a witness de bene esse, application upon affidavit 
shall be made to the judge to appoint an examiner for that 
purpose. 

9. Special examiner.—Upon the application of a party 
desirous to examine a witness residing out of the jurisdiction 
of the Court, the judge may, if he thinks fit, appoint the 
registrar of the court within the district of which such 
witness resides to take the examination of such witness. 

10. How examination conducted.—Where any witness is 
examined by a registrar he shall be examined on oath, and 
the registrar shall transcribe the answers of such witness, 
and the deposition shall be subscribed by the witness and 
the registrar who shall have so examined him, and shall 
then be transmitted by post to the registrar of the court in 
which the suit or proceeding is pending. 

11. Allowance to witnesses.—The allowance to be made to 
witnesses for attendance either before the Court or registrar, 
shall in no case exceed the highest rate of the allowances 
mentioned in the scale in the schedule. 


Orper IV.—Suits, 
Hearing. 

Rule 1. How parties to come prepared.—Upon the day on 
which the summons is returnable all parties shall come to 
the court prepared, so far as the nature of the case will admit, 
with evidence to enable the judge to try the whole matter of 
the suit upon the merits, and then to determine the same by 
a final deciee or to make such decretal order, or give such 
directions for adding parties to the suit, for making inquiries, 
taking accounts, realizing assets, or doing any act which the 
judge may consider necessary to enable him to make a final 
decree upon a day to which the hearing may be adjourned. 

2. Hearing.—A suit in equity shall be heard in open court 
as plaints in the County Court are now tried. 

8. Afidavits.—Aftlidavits and depositions used at the 
hearing shall be read as the evidence of the person by whom 
they are used. 

4, Decree or decretal order.—Upon the hearing the Court 
may dismiss the suit, or grant the relief asked by the plaint, 
or any part thereof, or may grant any other relief consistent 
with the case made by the plaint, or make any order giving 
directions for, or with respect to, the prosecution of the suit, 
as the circumstances of the case may require, and also make 
such order as to costs as the Court may think fit. 

5. Jury—28 & 29 Vict. c. 99, s. 7.—Where the Court 
shall order any question of fact, or any question as to the 
amount of damages, to be tried by a jury, the Court shall 
adjourn the hearing, and appoint a day for the trial of such 
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question by a jury; and thereupon the practice shall be in 
all respects the same as that under the County Court Acts 
and Rules now in force, in cases where either party has re- 
quired a jury, including the power to direct a new trial 
when necessary. 

6. Record for trial.—Where the court shall order any 
question of fact, or any question as the amount of damages, 
to be tried by a jury, the judge shall reduce the question 
into writing, and the same shall be called the ‘‘ Record for 


Trial. 
(To be continued). 





COURT PAPERS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir ALEXANDER Epmunp Cocksurn, Bart., 
Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s 
Bench, in and after Michaelmas Term, 1865. 

In TERM. 
Middlesex. 

1st sitting, Friday, Nov. 3 | 8rd sitting, Friday, Nov. 17 

2nd ,, Friday, Nov. 10 
There will not be any sitting during Term in London. 

AFTER TERM. 


London. 


Middlesex. 
Monday ............... Nov. 27 | Saturday 
The Court will sit at 10 o’clock every day. 
The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days 
in Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried 
by adjournment on the days following each of such sitting 
days. 












COMMON PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir WintraM Ere, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of 
her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster, in 
and after Michaelmas Term, 1865. 


In Term. 

Middlesex. 
Friday eae ROCs DP PPIORY ce 00 steed canes Nov. 17 
Friday Nov. 10 





The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
MONGBY® s05<002.00002- Now. 26 | PHiaay <i, 5: ciovacesosce Dec. 8 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o’clock. 








EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir FrepERIcK PoLLock, Knt., Lord Chief 
Baron of her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and after 
Michaelmas Term, 1865. 

In TERM. 
Middlesex. 

Ist sitting, Friday, Nov. 3] 3rd sitting, Friday, Nov. 17 

Qnd ,, Friday, Noy. 10 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 

AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. 

ORGY 3. sca sepecocne Nov. 27 | Friday 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 
The Court will sit in Middlesex, at Nisi Prius, in Term, 

by adjournment from day to day, until the causes entered 

for the respective Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 





The rules and orders under the new County Court Act to 
which we have elsewhere referred at length, and which we 
propose to reprint in full, were issued last Saturday to the 
sheriffs and most of the county courts, which will accord- 
ingly, on the 1st of next month, assume, on a limited scale, 
all the functions of the High Court of Chancery. There 
are twenty-four orders, and 153 rules, some of which are of 
great importance. In rule 8 of the 3rd order the judge has 
power to appoint an examiner to take the evidence of a wit- 
ness de bene esse, and in rule 9 of the same order, upon the 
application of a party desirous to examine a witness out of 
the jurisdiction of the court, the judge may appoint the regis- 
trar of the court in the district where the witness resides, 
to take his evidence. Rule 2 of the 4th order directs that a 





suit in equity shall be heard in open court, as plaints in this 
court are now tried. Rule 5 of the same order gives power 
to the judge to order any question of fact to be tried by a 
jury, the question, in accordance with rule 6, same order, 
being reduced to writing by the judge, and to be called 
‘*Record for trial.” Rule 1 of order 12 refers especially to 
peremptory motions, and is as follows :—‘* Wherever in any 
suit or proceeding it shall become necessary to secure the 
possession of any property, or to obtain security from any 
person for any moneys in his possession, or to enforce the de- 
posit or the payment into court thereof pending litigation, 
or the immediate sale of any goods or Perea, &e., or to 
obtain an order in the nature of an injunction, any party may 
apply cx parte to the judge either in or out of court upon 
affidavits, &c., the judge having discretionary power.” Rule 
8 of order 17 says, ‘‘Where any married woman is inte- 
rested in any principal money, stocks, shares or secu- 
rities, exceeding in value £200 or £10 in annual pay- 
ments, she shall be examined by the judge apart from 
her husband to ascertain whether the same shall be paid 
to him or made the subject of a settlement; but if she 
be under age, the court shall order a proper settlement 
to be made. Upon the subject of appeal, order 19 has ten 
rules, of which rule 8 sets out that ifthe appeal be not prose- 
cuted the successful party in the original hearing is to 
proceed with the suit as if there had been no appeal. The 
duties of the registrar, high bailiff, and receiver are embodied 
in Orders 20, 21, and 22. Order 23 has 26 rules, all apply- 
ing to ‘‘practice.” Rule 15 states that the judge is to order 
in what newspaper the advertisements are to be inserted, the 
cost- to be prepaid. Rule 22 allows creditors the interest 
upon their claims at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, from 
the date of the decree, and costs for successively — 
such claims. Rule 24 directs that every decree shall be 
registered. There are 43 forms to be used, and the follow- 
ing is the allowance to witnesses:—Gentlemen, merchants, 
bankers, and professional men, 10s. to 20s. per day; trades- 
men, auctioneers, accountants, clerks, and yeomen, 5s. to 
10s. per day; artisans and journeymen, 3s. to 5s.; labourers, 
&e., 2s. to 3s. Travelling expenses not to be more than 6d. 
per mile, one way. It will thus be seen that the powers con- 
ferred on the judge of this court are very great, and far in 
excess of anything anticipated at its creation. 

Lord Brougham is staying at Brougham Hall, Westmore- 
land, and is in excellent health. The noble and learned lord 
attained his 87th year on Tuesday last. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Sept. 18.—By Messrs. Dani et Cronin & Sons. 

Lease, &c., of The Bell wine and spirit establishment, situate at 
Kilburn—Sold for £5,100. 

Lease, &c., of The Agricultural Arms publichouse, situate at the 
corner of Cloudesley-street, Islington—Sold for £1,710, 

By Mr, Rt. W. FULLER. 

Leasehold house and shop, known as Landsdowne Houso, Belvidere- 
road, Upper Norwood; let at £35 per annum ; term 874 years from 
1865, ground-rent £5 per annum—Sold for £500, 

Leasehold house, being Alma House, Belvidere-road aforesaid ; term 
and ground-rent similar to above—Sold for £540. 

Freehold estate, known as Elmore Pond Farm, situate in the parish 
of Chipstead, Surrey, comprising nearly 80 acres—Sold for £5,900. 
Sept. 22.—By Messrs. Rusnwortn, Jarvis, & ABBOTT. 
Freehold estate, situate at Pilgrim’s-hill, Westerham, Kent, with 
residence, stabling, buildings, and 30 acres of arable and pasture 

land—Sold for £2,750. 
By Messrs. Jackson & Son. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, known as Wood-end Farm, consisting 
of 89a 3r 15p of arable and pasture land, with residence and build- 
ings, &c., situate in the parishes of Munden and Yardley, Herts; 
let at £135 per annum—Sold for £3,060. 

Sept. 26.—By Messrs. CLemmans & Son. 

Leasehold, 6 residences, being Nos. 13, 42, 46, 50, 87, and 88, Herbert- 
street, New North-road, producing £244 per annum; term, about 
= — unexpired; ground-rent, £3 12s. per annum—Sold for 

32,490. 





Sept. 27.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bous¥rz1p. 
Freehold residence known as Anglesea House, situate on the banks of 
the Thames, at Kingston, Surrey, let at £103 7s. 4d, per annum.— 


Sold for £2,100. — 
AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. 
Sept. 26—By Messrs. Driver & Co. 
Freehold, 3 houses, with yards and premises situate at Hoddesdon, 
Herts, producing £55 per annum —Sold for £910. 
Freehold property, known as the British Schools, Hoddesdon, Herts— 
Sold for £250. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 
ADAMS—On Sept. 27, the wife of Francis Adams, Esq., Solicitor, Bir- 
mingham, of a daughter. 








- ae 


ilab 


IESE 








1020 


BURT—On Sept. 9, at St. Kitt’s, West Indies, the wife of Archd. P. 
Burt, Esq., Q.C., of adaughter. : 

METHOLD—On Sept. 27, at 4, Harley-place, Upper Harley-street, 
the —- of Thos. Tindal Methold, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a 
dang hter. 

THOMAS—On Sept. 20, at Brecon, the wife of David William Jones 
Thomas, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

TUCKER -~-On Sept. 22, at Notting-hill, the wife of the Hon, Pendock 
Tucker, Judge of the High Court, Bombay, of a daughter, 

WADGE—On Sept. 14, the wife of Edwin Harvey Wadge, Esq., of 
Thadbrook Hall, Blackrock, county Dublin, and Middle Temple, 
London, of a son. 

WHITEHEAD—On Sept. 27, at 30, Inverness-terrace, Kensington- 
gardens, W., the wife of John Whitehead, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

WOOD—On Sept. 26, the wife of Charles Wood, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 
inn, and 22, Falkner-square, Liverpool, Barrister-at-Law, of a 


daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 
BENNETT—WETHERMAN—On Sept. 21, at Henbury Church, Edward 
Holland Bennett, Esq., of the Inner Temple, and Brighton, to 
Isabel, fifth daughter of John Wetherman, jun., Esq., of Henbury 
Court, Gloucestershire. 
FENTON —THOMAS—On April 19, at the Holy Trinity Church, 
Brompton, Arthur Fenton, Esq., of Rochdale, to Annie Marie 
Gertrude, daughter of William Lewis Thomas, Esq., Barrister-at- 


Law. 

OWEN—BURT—On Sept. 21, at Hare-court Chapel, Canonbury, Hugh 
Owen, Jun,, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Richmond-crescent, Islington, 
to Charlott2 Elizabeth, youngest daughter of Charles Burt, Esq,., of 
Stock Orchard-crescent, Holloway, 

PERKINS—CLODE—On Sept. 26, at the Parish Church, Great Linford, 
Bucks, William Tindal Perkins, of Gray’s-inn, to Mary Baily, second 
daughter of John Clode, Esq., of Great Linford. 

STEEDMAN—ELDERTON—On Sept 423, at St. Giles’s, Camberwell, 
Henry Walter Steedman, son of Andrew Steedman, Esq., of Hamp- 
stead, to Edith, daughter of Charles Merrick Elderton, Esq., of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 


DEATHS. 


BUSWELL—On Sept. 16, at Market Harborough, William Buswell, 
Esq., Solicitor, aged 40. 

GORDON—On Sept. 24, at Thury Harcourt, near Caen, John Thomp- 
son Gordon, Esq., Advocate, Sheriff of Midlothian. 

MILLER—On Sept 22, at New Lodge, Dunadry, county Antrim, 
Isabella, infant daughter of Alexander Edward Miller, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. 

SANDOM—On Sept. 20, at Norwood, William Sandom, Esq., of High- 
street, Deptford, Solicitor, aged 52. 

TENNANT—On Sept. 26, at Bloomfield-crescent, Westbourne-terrace, 
Henry Tenant, Ksq., of Neath, Glamorganshire, Bencher of Gray’s- 
inn, aged 70. 





LONDON GAZETTES, 
HFriendly Societies Dissolved. 


Frrpay, Sept. 22, 1865, 
St Ann’s Provident Society, People’s Hall, Back-lane, Nottingham. 
Sept 20. 
redttors under 22 & 23 Wiet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Sept. 22, 1865. 
Ashcroft, John, Wavetree, nr Lpool, Gent. Dee}. Cropper, Lpool. 
Cowens, Dorothy, Morpeth, Northumberland, Widow. Oct 21. Wood- 
man, Morpeth. 
Hughes, Jenny, Fawley, Southampton, Widow. Novl. Kingdon & 
Co, Lawrence-lane, Cheapside; Guy, Hythe. 
Hux, Mary Ann, Mall-ter, Kensington, Widow. Oct 5, 
a. Mary, Pilkington, Lancaster, Widow. Nov 16. Grundy & 
Co, Bury. 
Maitland, Joseph, Sudbury, Suffolk, Gent. Nov 1. Lovell & Co, 
Gray’s-inn, 
Spearman, Alex Young, Upper Seymour-st, Portman-sq, Esq. Dec 22. 
Hart & Davies, Austin Friars, 
Sept 28. 


Sugden, John, Bradford, York, Cloth Manufacturer. 
son & Co. 

—- Timothy, Tipton, Stafford, Butty Miner. Decl. Glover, 

Walsall. 


Raw- 


TuEspAy, Sept. 26, 1865. 

Basset, Fredk John, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Esq. 
Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Cobbin, Mary Day, Matlock, Derby. Dec 1. 
ford-st. 

Currie, Thos, Manch, Shipping Merchant. Nov 1. Bingham, Manch. 

Davies, Sir David, Berkeley-st, Berkeley-sq. Oct 30. Wing & DuCane, 
Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Kmberick, Wm, Raymond-building. Gray’s-inn, Esq. Oct 13. Ta- 
thams & Co, Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. 

Gabriel, Saml Burleigh, Bristol, Architect. Oct 25. Wood, Bristol. 

eon Edwd, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Oct 25. Duke & Goffey, 
4poo . 

Low, Kichd, Soundwell, Bitton, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 31. Stanley & 
Wasbrough, Bristol. 

Massey, Mary Ann, Bristol, Widow. Oct 25. Wood, Bristol. 

Palmer, Fredk, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. Oct 25. Wood, Bristol. 

a renee Bath, Somerset, Esq. Dee 1. Brook & Co, Hudders- 

eld. 

Thompson, Ann, Sheflield, Widow. 

Shetiield. 


Oct 31. Satchel, 


Burgoynes & Co, Ox- 


Oct 14. Pashley & Creswick, 
Assignnents for Genelit of Creditors, 
TveEspay, Sept. 26, 1865. 
Sparrow, Hy, Kingswinford, Stafford, Ironmaster, July 6. Corser 
& Walker, Stourbridge, and Hayes, Wolverhampton. ad 
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Weeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Sept. 22, 1865. 

Balding, Thos, Lewisham, Kent, Saddler. 
Sept 19. 

Bis og Chas John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Working Jeweller. Aug 
24. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 

Blades, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Sept 9. Comp. Reg 

2). 


> 


Aug 23, Comp. Reg 


Brown, Wm, Halifax, York, Wool and Waste Dealer. Aug 28, Comp. 
Sept 20. 


Aug 30. Comp. Reg Sept 21. 


Pp 
Burkitt, John Baylis, Dublin, Draper. 
Sept 18. Comp. Reg 


Canter, Benj, Barnsley, York, Agent. 
Sept 20. ; 

Chivers, Saml, jun, Bath, Somerset, Grocer. Sept 1. Conv. Reg 
Sept 21 


Cusano, Fredk, Leeds, York, Artist. Aug 25. Asst. Reg Sept 20. — 

Daniel, Hy Maddocks, Lansdowne-crescent, Kensington-park, Soli-~ 
citor. Sept17. Comp. Reg Sept 21. 

Daniel, Edwd Osmond, Swansea, Glamorgan, Comm Agent. Aug 26. 
Comp. Keg Sept 22. 

Dixon, Geo Henzell, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. Aug 26. Conv. 
Reg Sept 22. 

Fauntleroy, Robt, Leadenhall-st, City. Sept 14. Conv. Reg Sept 19. 

Firmin, Geo, & Cornelius Firmin, Henley, Suffolk, Flax Manufacturers. 
Aug 24. Comp. Reg Sept 21. 

Franklin, Siegfried, Staveley, Derby, Watchmaker. Aug 22. Comp. 
Reg Sept 18. 

Gowland, Thos, Bartholomew-rd, Kentish-town, Professor of Dancing. 
Sept 8. Comp. Reg Sept 18. 

Gregory, Wm ‘Saylor, Manch,Comm Agent. Sept 12. Comp. Reg 
Sept 22. 

Geoman, Sei March, Cambridge, Music Selier. Aug 3l. Conv. Reg 
Sept 18. 

Hankey, Reginald, & Montague Hankey, Lpool, Merchants. Aug 28. 
Inspectorship. Reg Sept 21. 

= Rowley Regis, Stafford, Draper, 
Sept 21. 

Haxell, Wm, Ipswich, Suffolk, Builder. Aug 24, Comp. Reg 
Sept 21 


Sept 14. Asst. Reg 


Hewitt, Chas Cullwick, Dudley, Worcester, Wine Merchant. Aug 30. 
Conv. Reg Sept 20. 

Hughes, David, Wrexham, Denbigh, Shopkeeper. 
Reg Sept 19. 

Jones, Wm Buckley, Lpool, Ship Builder. 
Sept 20. 

Kerr, John, & Wm Mather, Lpool, Joiners. Sept 11. Comp. Reg 
Sept 20, 

Kilshaw, John, Bootle,nr Lpool, Timber Merchant, Aug 15. Asst. 
teg Sept 20 

Knight, Danl, Nottingham, Shoe Manufacturer. 
Sept 21. 

Leche, Wm, Farnworth, Lancaster, Chemist. 
Sept 20. 


Aug 25. Conv. 


Sept 9. Comp. Reg 


Sept 18. Asst. Reg 


Aug 28. Asst. Reg 


Morgan, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 25. Conv. 
Reg Sept 19. 

Mower, Hy, Marylebone-lane, Glass Dealer. Sept 15. Comp. Reg 
Sept 20. 

Parks, Wm Jas, Portsea, Hants, Gilder. Sept 16. Conv. Reg 
Sept 22, 

Pepperell, Thos, Tavistock, Devon, Shopkeeper. Aug 25, Asst. Reg 
Sept 21 


Richards, Philip, Bristol, General Merchant. Aug 28. Asst. Reg 
Sept 19. 
Sewell, Jas, Uppingham, Rutland, Butcher. Sept 6. Conv. Reg 
Sept 19. . 
Slack, Hy Walters, and Geo Pashley, Sheffield, German Silver Manu- 
facturers. Aug 24. Asst. Reg Sept 20. 
Smith, Sarah Ann, Manch, Widow. Ang 28. Comp. Reg Sept 21. 
Smithies, Hy, and John Smithies, Blackburn, Lancaster, Engineers, 
Aug 21. Asst. Reg Sept |8. , 
Spencer, Fredk, Mile End-rd, Corn Chandler. Sept 7. Comp. Reg 
Sept 19. 
Taylor, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cabinet Maker. Aug 25. Asst. 
Reg Sept 2!. y : 
Thackray, Geo, Worcester, Printer. Aug 26. Asst. Reg Sept 20. 
Thompson, Thos, Birtley, Durham, Grocer. Sept 8. Conv. Reg 
21. 
Tong, David, Dewsbury, York, Shopkeeper. Aug 30. Asst. Reg 
Sept 21. 
Turner, Jas Franklin, Maidenhead, Berks, Grocer. Sept !. Comp. 
Reg Sept 21. 
Warren, Hy Geo, Cornhill, Gent. Aug 25. Comp. Reg Sept 21, 
Westbrook, Fredk, Blackman-st, Southwark, Grocer. Aug 24. Asst. 
teg Sept 20. 
Whittaker, Susannah, Walsall, Stafford, Ironfounder. Sept 15. Comp. 
Reg Sept 20. ‘ 
Willson, Peter, Chatham, Licensed Victualler. Septl. Asst. Reg 
Sept 21. 
Woolner, Thos, Blue Pits, nr Rochdale, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. 
Sept 9. Conv. Reg Sept 19. 
Young, Robt, Bolton, Lancaster, Draper. Sept 7. Asst. Reg 
Sept 20. 


TveEspAy, Sept. 26, 1865, 
Adams, Francis, Forest-hill, Kent, Plumber. Aug 28. Comp. Reg 


Sept 23. E 

Atkin, Joseph Hurd, Sheffield, Shoemaker. Sept 15, Letter of License, 
Reg Sept 25. : 

Bloxsome, Joseph, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Draper. Aug 30, Comp. 
Reg Sept 25. 

Brant, Geo, Bath. Somerset, Grocer, Aug 3l. Asst. Reg Sept 26. 

Brown, Chas Williams, Riga Cottage, Deptford, Clerk in H, M.’s 
Dockyard. Sept 25. Arrt. Reg Sept 20. 

Chapman, John, and Thos Chapman, Northampton, Innkeepers. Sept 
2. Asst. Reg Sept 23. 

Charlton, Leonard Foster, Beverley, York, Grocer. Aug 31, 
Reg Sept 25, 

Clemmans, Hy, Lee, Kent, Builder’s Clerk. Aug 29, Asst. Reg 
Sept 23, 


Cony. 
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— =F Collett, Bromyard, Hereford, Grocer. Sept 18. Asst. 
Reg t 26, 

D'Arcy, Wm Fras, Newton Bushell, Devon, Gent. Aug 26. Conv 
Reg Sept 23. 

Davidson, Isaac, Paul’s-rd, Camden-town, Jeweller. Sept 19. Comp. 
Reg Sept 25. 

Edmunds, Wm, Peckham-rye, Tailor. 

Foster, John, Hyson-green, Nottingham, Harness Maker. 
Asst. Reg Sept 23. 

Frost, Thos, Birm, Milliner. Sept 1. Comp. Reg Sept 26. 

Gate, Isaac rn Wigton, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Aug 29. Asst. 
Reg Sept 

Hewitson, Thos, Birm, Sacking Manufacturer. Aug 31, 


Sept 18. Comp. Reg Sept 22. 
Sept 11. 


Comp. Reg 


Se 
Hecbets 4 Thos Hooper, Alma-ter, Fentiman-rd, Kennington, Traveller. 
Sept 15. Comp. Reg Sept 22. 
Jackson, Stephen, ee 
Sept 22. Conv. Reg Sept 23. 
Jenkins, David, Halifax, York, Draper. Aug 31. 


Lancaster, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Conv. Reg Sept 25. 


Joliffe, Jas Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Baker. Sept 8. Conv. Reg 
Sept 

heer fl Wrexham, Denbigh, General Dealer. Aug 26. Conv. 
Reg Sept 23. 

‘ Lownds, John, Relies, Lancaster, Boot and Shoemaker. Aug 25, 
Asst, Reg Sept 

Marrett, Chas Piwd, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Grocer. Aug 29, Asst, 
Reg Sept 25. 


Martin, David, Eton, Bucks, Builder. Sept 23. Comp. Reg Sept 26. 
Muse Michael, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Timber Merchant. Sept 1. Asst. 


Reg Sept 23. 

Norman, Harry Adolphus, Portsea, Southampton, Innkeeper. Aug 
28. Conv. Reg Sept 25, 

Owens, Richd, Holloway-rd, Draper. Aug 28. Asst. Reg Sept 23. 


Parkes, Thos, & Enoch Parkes, bsanyt Worcester, Spade and Shovel 
Makers. Septl. Arrt. Reg Sept 2 
Pethrick. a Ystradgunlais, aon, “Shopkeeper. Sept 5. 
Reg Sept 2 
Reynolds, Je Jeremiah, Tae Bucks, Coal Merchant. 
om, m..., Sept 26 
Telford, ewton, Chester, Optician, Aug 29. Asst. Reg Sept 25. 
Ward, “big Bull-plain, Hertford, General Dealer. Aug 29. Comp, 


Reg Sept 23. ' : 
Williams, Wm Roberts, Ruthin, Denbigh, Draper. 


Conv. 


Sept iG. 


Sept 5. Grant, 


Reg Sept 28. k 
Willoughby, Wm Watts, High-st, Wapping, Oil and Colourman. Aug 


30. Comp. Reg Sept 23. 
Yeoell, Wm, Kingston, Portsea, Hants, Grocer. Sept 20. Conv. Reg 
Sept 25. 
Bankrupts. 


Fripay, Sept. 22, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 
Archer, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 16 (for pau). Oct 
5atl. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
Beall, Richd, Bishopsgate-st Without, Tailor. Pet Sept 16. 
1. Innes & Son, Leadenhall-st. 
Oct 10 at 1. 
Pet Sept 18. 


Oct 5 at 


Bryant, Alex, Low Leyton, Essex. Pet Sept 20. Bran- 
well, Basinghall-st. 

Cambden, John, Stepney, out of business. 
Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Chadwick, Fredk, New Cross-road, Surrey, Surveyor. 
Oct 5at Il. Grout, Bush-lane. 

Charleton, Hy, Westbourne Park-road, Bayswater. 
19 atl. 

Englander, Edwd, Hackney-rd, Hackney, Wholesale Boot Manufac- 
turer. Pet Sept 19. Oct 10 at 12. Murray, Gt St Helen’s 

Fawcett, Wm, West Smithfield, Coach Builder. Pet Sept 16. Oct 5 
at 12. Porter, Coleman-st. 

se ar 4% John Wm Martin, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 

Oct 5 ati. Harrison, Basinghall-st, 
uae. Geo, Seymour-st, Euston -rd, Piano Forte and Organ Key 


Oct 10 at 11. 
Pet Sept 16. 


Adj Sept 12. Oct 


Manufacturer. Pet Sept 19. Oct 10 at 11. Edwards, Bush-lane, 
Cannon-st. 

Guppy, Jas, Chichester, Sussex, Farmer. Pet Sept 20. Oct 10 at 12. 
Mackay, Southampton. 


Merriman, Thos, Well-st, Jewin-st, Hat Band Maker. 
Oct 10 at 12. Biggenden, Southampton-buildings. 
Reavell, Geo, Geo Keavell, jun, & Frank Reavell, New Windsor, Berks, 

Builders. Pet Sept 16. Oct 5at 12. Lawson, Bedford-row. 
Seale, Chas, Holland Park-rd, Kensington, Stone Mason. Pet Sept 
18. Oct l0at ll. Jay, Marylebone. 


Pet Sept 19. 


Strange, Wm Jas Stevenson, Westbourne-grove, out of business. Pet 
Sept 16. Oct 5at 1. Miller & Smith, Watling-st. 
Taplne, John, Ampton-pl, Gray’s-inn-rd, Accountant. Pet Sept 16. 


Oct 5at1. Lawrence, Fenchurch-st. 

Wagener, Moses Aron, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 19 (for 
pau). Oct 10 atl. Edwards, Bush- lane, Cannon-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Anderton, Francis, Northampton, Beerseller. Pet Sept 18. North- 
ampton, Oct7 atl”. Shield & White, Northampton, 

Bancroft, Josiah Barrow, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 12. 
Mauch, Oct 5 at 12. 

Berry, Thos, Coine, Lancashire, Farmer. Pet Sept 19. Colne, Oct 3 


at il. Hartley, Burnley. 
Brees, John, anbrynmair, Montgomery, Servant in Husbandry. 
Pet Sept 18, Machynlleth, Oct 4 at 10. ‘Williams, Dolgelley. 


Broom, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 16, Leeds, Oct 9 
at ll. 
— i. Jarrow, Durham, Plumber. Pet Sept8. South Shields, 
ct 3 at 
Burrows, Chas Cooper, Lpool, Estate Agent. Pet Sept 16. Lpool, 
Oct 5 at 3. Hindle, Lpool. 
Pet Sept 14. 


Carter, Thos, Walkeringham, Nottingham, Gardener. 
Gainsborough, Oct 5at 10. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Clark. Robt Francis, Exeter, W) heelwright. Pet Sept 18. Exeter, Oct 

5atll. Fryer, Exeter. 


Collingwood, Jas Robt, Sunderland, Durham, Coal Merchant. Pet 
Sept 14. Newcastle-upon-Tyno, Oct 13 at 12, Brignal, Durham, 





Dance, Wm Anthony, Leeds, out of business, Pet Sept 15. Leeds, 
Oct ll at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Davies, Evan, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj Sept 14. Cardiff, Oct 
3at ll. 

Dawson, John, Nottingham, Builder, Pet Sept 8. Nottingham, Ocs 
10 atl. Maples, Nottingham. 

Dawson, Jas Hy, Aston New Town, Warwick, Baker. Pet Sept 18, 
Birm, Oct 9 at 10. Duke, Birm. 

Eckstein, Geo Paul, Birm, Comm Agent. Pet Sept 19. Birm, Oct 9 
at 10. Powell, Birm. 

Edwardes, Fredk Augustus, Llangain, Carmarthen, Farmer. Pet 
Sept 19. Bristol, Oct 3at 11. Hexderson, Bristol. 

Evans, Simeon, Darlaston, Stafford, Carpenter. Pet Sept 18 Birm, 
Oct 6 at 12. Glover, Walsail. 

Firth, Sarah Ann, Leeds, Gold Letter Mannfacturer. Pet Sept 15. 
Leeds, Oct 11 at 12. Bloome & Dawson, Leeds. 

Ford, Francis, Halifax, York, Labourer. Pet Sept 20. Halifax, Oct 6 


at 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Pet Sept 16. Lpool, Oct 4 at 3. 


Pet Sept 16. 


Francis, Jas, Lpool, out of business. 

Nordon, Lpool, 

Gillmore, Jas Edwd, Bath, out of business. Pet Sept 18, Bristol, Oct 

2atli. King& Plummer, Bristol. 

Hall, Wm Hy, Stafford, Baker. Pet Sept 16. Stafford, Oct 5 at 11. 
Brough, Stafford. 

Henderson, Joseph, Darlington, Durham, out of business. Pet Sept 
19. Darlington, Oct 2at11. Webster, Darlington. 

Hill, Wm Thos, Exeter, Boot Maker. Pet Sept 19. Exeter, Oct 5 at 
jl, Floud, Exeter. 

Hodge, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj Sept 12. Lpool, Oct 4 
at 3. 

Hughes, John Fowler, Lpool, Printer, Pet Sept 18. Lpool, Oct 9 at 11. 
Barrell, Lpool. 

Hunscote, David, Hampton, Warwick, Baker. Pet Sept 20. Birm, 
Oct 6 at 12. Harrison, Birm. 

Hutchings, John, St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, Tailor. Pet Sept 19, 
Hastings, Oct 7 at ll. Bilton, Hastings. 

Jackson, Gideon Wheelwright, Leeds, York, Cabinet Maker. Pet Sept 
14, Leeds, Oct Ul at 12, Pullan, Leeds. 

Jameson, John, Kendal, Westmorland, Iron Moulder. Adj Sept 15. 
Kendal, Oct 3 at 11. Grant, Kendal. 

Kempin, Neal, Edithweston, Rutland, Stonemason. Pet Sept 18. 
Oakham, Oct 5 at 3. Law, Stamford. 

Lascelles, John Pickard, Burnley, Lancaster, Cottton Spinner. Pet 

Sept 20. Manch, Oct 3atil. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Lewis, John, Colwyn, Carnarvon, Police Constable. 
Conway, Oct 2atl. Jones, Conway. 

Masling, Edwd, Wellow, Nottingham, Tea Dealer. Pet Sept 16. 
Worksop, Sept 30 at 10. Ashley, Newark. 

May, John Chas, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Sign Painter. Pet Sept 16. 
Aylesbury, Oct 3at 10. Jones, Aylesbury 

Martia, Joseph, Dudley, Stafford, Miner. Pet Sept 18. Dudley, Oct 5 
at ts Pearman, Stourbridge. 

Mee. Robt, Leicester, Carpenter. Pet Sept 20. Leicester, Oct 7 at 10. 
Arnall, Leicester. 

Mellor, Wm Hy, Lpool, Brewer. Pet Sept 14. 

Anderson, Lpool. 


Lpool, Oct 2 at 12 


Minor, Wm John Bonnell, West Gorton, nr Manch, Builder. Pet Sept 
18. Manch, Oct 9 at 9.30. Farrington, Manch. 
Murchie, Archibald, Dudley, Worcester, Travelling Draper. Pet Sept 


13 Dudley, Oct 9 at 10. 

Organ, Jabez, Birm, boot Manufacturer. 
at 10 Powell & Son, Birm. 

Parry. John, Eccleston, Lancaster, Lunatic Attendant. Pet Sept 20. 
St Helen’s, Oct 4at 11. Swift, Prescott. 

Reed, Wm, Winthorpe, Lincoln, Blacksmith. Pet Sept 18. Spilsby, 
Sept 28 at 3. Bailes, Boston. 

Richardson, Ben, Cockermouth, Grocer. Pet Sept 15. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Oct 4 at 11.30. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne , 

Robinson, Saml, Manchester, Twine Manufacturer. Pet Sept 12, 
Manchester, Oct 16 at 11. 


Powell & Son, Kirm. 
Pet Sept 18. Birm, Oct 9 


Rowell, Geo, Sunderland, Durham, Provision Dealer. Pet Sept 18. 
Newcastle- -upon-Tyne, ‘Oct 4 at 11.30, Haswell, Sunderland. 

Taylor, Allan, Halifax, York, Draper. Adj Aug 9. Halifax, Oct 13 at 
10. Holroyde, Halifax. 

Turner, Saml Hayward, New Brighton, Chester, out of business. Pet 
Sept 20. Lpool, Oct 3at 11. Kent, Lpool. 

Ward, John, Ashfield, Nottingham, Bag Hosier. Adj Sept 12. Mans- 
field, Oct 30 at 11. Maples, Nottingham, 

White, Edwd, Uffculme, Devon, Thrashing Mahoine Proprietor. Pet 
Sept 1. Exeter, Oct 3 at 12. Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Whittingham, Thos Hordle, Ipswich, Painter. PetSept19. Ipswich, 
Oct 4attl. Moore, Ipswich. 

Ww mpeg Geo, Southport, Lancaster, Builder, Adj Sept 12. Manch, 

ct Sat 11, 

Wilkinson, Wm, & Sam! Priestley, Bradford, York, Worsted Spinners. 
Pet Sept 19. Leeds, Oct9atlli. Wood & Killick, Bradford. 

Willan, Jas, Burnley, Lancaster, Journeyman Cabinet Maker. Pet 
Sept 18. Burnley, Oct 5 at 2.30. Robinson, Colne. 

Turspay, Sept. 26, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 

Allen, Herbert, Southsea, Hants, a Non-trader. Pet Sept 23. Oct 12 
at I. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

ee Harris, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Sept 18. 

ct l2a 

Beldam, Thos, Bluntisham, nr St. Ives, Huntingdon, Farmer. Pet 
Sept 23. Oct 12at1l. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Bellingham, Hy John, Hague st, Bethnal- done Cabinet Maker, 
Pet Sept 2l. Oct t2atll, Lewis, Hackney-rd 

Bortfeld, Edwd Carl Gustave. Rathbone-pl, Oxford-st, Carver. Pet 
Sept 19. Oct 10at ll. Goldrick, Strand. 

Bradley, John Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Pet Sept 20 (for pau). 
Uct 12 at 12. Shilbeck & Co, Bedford-row. 

Cakebread, Chas, Gutter-lane, Cheapside, Merchant. Pet Sept 11. 
Oct 12 at 1. Wood, Buckler sbury, and Cater, Bradford. 

ay » Philip, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Sept 18. Och 

at ll, ‘ 





f 
ay 
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Draper, Edmund, The Mall, Kensington, Cowkeeper. Pet Sept 20° 
Oct 10 at 1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-cham bers. 

Hales, Edwd, Nicholas-lane. King William-st, Gasfitter. Pet Sept 22. 
Oct 12 at 12. Blakeley & Berwick, Nicholas-lane. 

Harrisson, Richd, Sydenham-rd, Croydon-common, Booth Keeper. 
= 21, Oct 12 at 11, Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn- 

elds. 

Hughes, Rev Annesley Paul, Teynham, Kent, Clerk. Pet Sept 22. 
Oct 12 at 12. Dynes & Harvey, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Norris, Thos Robt. Cheshunt, Hertfordshire. Gold Wire Drawer. Pet 
Sept 19. Oct 10 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Orme, Hy, Judd-st, Euston-rd, Tailor. Pet Sept 20. Oct 10 at 1, 
Bassett, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Paraskevaides, Philopoemen Anthony, and John Leontariti, Leaden- 
hall-st, Merchants. Pet Septl6. Oct 10at 11. Huson & Parker, 
King-st, Cheapside. 

Parkinson, Catherine, Pentonville-rd, Spinster. Pet Sept 22. Oct 12 
at12. Mirfin, Staple-inn. 

Player, Edwin, Union-grove, Clapham, Financial Agent. Pet Sept 19. 
Oct 10 at tl. Nixon, Clifford’s-inn. 

Postlethwaite, Jas, Leamington-rd-villas, Bayswater, Dealer in Shares. 
Pet Sept 20. Oct 10at12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Rees, Louis Emil Runtz, Mincing-lane, Merchant. Pet Sept 18. Oct 
10 at 11. Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane. 

Spyer, Hy, Winchester-buildings, London, Merchant. Pet Sept 13. 
Oct 17at 11. Tanqueray & Co, New Broad-st. 

Weeks, ‘Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 19. Oct 12 at Il. 
Drew, New Basinghall-st. 

Wicks. Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 2t (for pan). Oct 
12at12, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Wood, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Sept 18. Oct 12 at 11. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Atkinson, Thos, Penrith, Cumberland, Labourer. Pet Sept 20. Pen- 
rith, Oct 6 at 10. Scott, Penrith. 

Raggatt, Thos, Margate, Kent, Labourer. Pet Sept 22. Margate, 
Oct 9 at 3. Boys. ‘ 

Banny, John, Chatham, Kent, Cattle Salesman. Pet Sept 23. 
Rochester, Oct 10 at 2. Hayward, Rochester, 

Bedson, Wm John, Milwich, St fford, Cattle Dealer, Pet Sept .23. 
Birm, Oct 13 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Carruthers, Wm, Warrington, Lancaster, Draper. Pet Sept 21. War- 
rington, Oct 12 at 1. Shepherd & Moore, Warrington. 

Cartlidge, Chas, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Auctioneer. Adj Sept 
21. Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 11 at ll. Griffin, Middlesbrough. 

Checkley, Sarah, Bedford, Spinster. Adj Sept 20. Bedford, Oct 17 at 
3. Conquest & Stimson, Bedford. 

Costin, Jas, Union-rd, Clapham-rise, out of business. Pet Sept 19. 
Ramsgate, Oct 7 at 11. Towne, Margate. 

Davies, John, Penybryn Llanfyllin, Montgomery, Pig Dealer. Pet 
Sept 21. Llanfyllin,Oct 12at 12, Pughe, Llanfyllin. 

Gardner, Jas, Aston, Eirm, out of business. Pet Sept 22. Birm, Oct 
13 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Guest, Richd, Salford, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Pet Sept 21. 
Manch, Oct 9 at 9.30. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Gunson, Edmund Atkins, Burton-upon-Trent, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
Sept 21. Birm, Oct 13 at 12. Goodger, burton-upon-Trent. 

Hardman, Jas, Gt Bolton, Lancaster, Warehouseman. Pet Sept 21. 
Bolton, Oct 11 at 10. Richardson & Brandwood, Bolton. 

Hartley, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Derby. Adj Sept 14. Chesterfield, 
Oct 10 at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Hilliard, Edwin, Sheerness, Fruiterer. Pet Sept 22 (for pau). Sheer- 
ness, Sept 30 at 12. 

Hopkinson, Hy, & Danl Crow, Newark-upon-Trent, Hucksters. Pet 
Sept 20. Newark, Oct 4 at 10. Ashley, Newark. 

Jervis, Geo, Penkull, Stafford, Potter. Pet Sept 21. Stoke-upon-Trent, 
Oct 14 at 11. Moxon, Harley. 

John, Danl, Llangefelach. Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Sept 13. 
Swansea, Oct 11 at 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Lewis, Thos, Narbeth, Pembroke, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 21. Bristol, 
Oct 6 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Martindale, Joseph, Sunderland, Durham, out of business. Pet Sept 21. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oct ll at 12. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

MeNeish, Daniel, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Sept 15. Lpool, 
Oct 6 at 11. . 

Norman, Edwd, Sherborne, Dorset, Jeweller. Pet Sept 21. Yeovil, 
Oct 6 at 3. Ellis, Sherborne. 

O'Grady, Michael, Rugeley, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 2l, Ruge- 
ley, Oct 12 at 10. Wilson, Lichfield. 

Purden, Thos, sen, Lichfield, Saddler. Pet Sept 23. Birm, Oct 13 at 
12. Reece & Harris, Birm. 

Rawcliffe, Alex, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Sept 20. Poul- 
ton-le-Fylde, Oct 9 at 12. Plant, Preston. 

een Matthew, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj Sept 16. Leeds, Oct 

at 11. 

Rome, Matthew, Worsley, Lancaster, Publican. Pet Sept 21. Manch, 
Oct 9 at 12, Atkinson & Co, Manch. 

Schofield, Wm, Saddleworth, York, Mason. Pet Sept 18. Saddle- 
worth, Oct 17 at 12, Lowe, Oldham. 

Sherborne, Hy Chas, Basingstoke, Southampton, Commercial Tra- 
ee Pet Sept 20, Basingstoke, Oct 7 at 10. Chandler, Basing- 
stoke. 

Smithson, Joshua, jun, Leeds, York, Cotton Warp Merchant. Pet 
Sept 20. Leeds, Oct9 at 11. Pullan, Leeds. 

Sparks, John, Widnes, nr Warrington, Lancaster, Shipsmith. Pet 
Sept 2z. Lpool, Oct 10at 11. Etty, Lpool. 

Thomas, Geo, Canton, nr Cardiff, Sail Maker. Pet Sept 21. Bristol, 
Oct 6 at ll. Stephens, Cardiff, and Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Turnbull, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Morpeth. Adj Sept 12. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Oct 11 at 11.30. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Wait, Wm, Battle, Sussex, Farmer. Pet Sept 21. Hastings, Oct 7 at 
11, Bilton, Hastings. 

—— Prisoner for Debt, Hereford. Adj Sept 19. Birm, Oct 

at 12, 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
opm Wm, Dalhousie-ter, East-lane, Bermondsey, Lighterman. 
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I AW UNION FIRE wa LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. 
Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lane, W.C. 





Subscribed Capital—ONE MILLION STERLING. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts, 


Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr, Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.8. 


FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

Business consists of the best classes of risks, 

Insurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

PREMIUMS MODERATE. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869, At the Division of 
Profits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
cent. per annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
Insured. 

Copies of the Directors’ Report and Balance-sheet, and every informa- 
tior, may be obtained at the Chief Office, or of any of the Agents of the 
Company. FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 


Faia FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY, 
Offices: Chancery-lane, London. 
SusscriBeD CapiTaL, £5,000,000. 
TRUSTEES. 
The Right Honourable Lord Chelmsford. 
The Right Honourable Lord Truro. 
The Right Honourable the Lord Chief Baron, 
The Right Honourable the Lord Justice Sir J. L. Knight Bruce. 
The Right Honourable the Lord Justice Sir G. J. Turner. 
The Right Honourable John Robert Mowbray, M.P. 
William Brougham, Esq. 

Insurances expiring at Michaelmas should be renewed within 15 days 
thereafter, at the Offices of the Society, or with any of its agents through- 
out the country. The full and immediate benefit of the reduction of duty 
to Is. 6d. per cent. will be given to the insured. 

This Society holds itself responsible, under its Fire Policy, for any 
damage done by explosion of gas. 

EDWARD BLAKE BEAL, Secrttary. 





ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS, 
Feed REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, Chancery-lane, London. 
CnairnmaN—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., M.P., Recorder of London. 
DeputTy-Cuairman — Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversiopary and Contingent Interests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms, 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and ail further information, may 
he had at the office. C. B. CLABON, Sec. 





SIX PER CENT. GUARANTEED PREFERENCE STOCK. 
(Both principal and interest Guaranteed.) 


7 SCOTTISH AUSTRALIAN INVESTMENT 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 
EsrABLIsHED IN 1810. F 

The Directors of this Company are now prepared to receive Applica- 
tions for further Allotments of this STOCK at par, which will be inscribed 
on the books of the Company in the names of the Allottees free of stamp 
duty or other charge. : 

The Stock is to be paid for by instalments. The Dividend will begin to 
accrue from the days when the instalments are paid. Interest at Five 
per Cent. per Annum will be allowed on Instalments paid in advance of 
their due dates, 

The Ordinary Stock of the Company is £300,000, fully paid up. The 
Dividends paid on that Stock since the commencement have averaged 
Ten per Cent. per annum. 

Forms of Application and all farther particulars may be obtained from 
Sir R. W. Carden & Co., Stock Brokers, Royal Exchange-buildings ; at 
the European Bank, 83, King William-street, London; or from the Secre- 
tary of the Company. By order of the Directors, 

C. GRAINGER, Secretary. 

Offices, 1, King’s Arms-yard, Moorgate-street. 

London, E.C., Ist August, 1865, 


CCIDENTS to Life or Limb, in the Field, the 

je Streets, or at Home, provided for by a Policy of the RAILWAY 
PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 64, Cornhill, London, 
E.C, 

Compensation has been paid for 10,000 Claims. 

£1,000 in case of Death. 

£6 per week while laid up by Injury, secured by an Annual Payment 
ot trom £3 to £5 5s. 

For particulars apply to the Clerks at the Railway Stations, to the 
Local Ageats, or at the Offices, 64, CORNHILL, and 10, REGENT- 
STREET. W. J. VIAN, Secretary. 


AIN’S SOLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING, 

Seventh Edition, price 6s. To be had of Kain & Sparrow, 

Law and Mercantile Accountants, 69, Chancery-lane, W.C.; of Water- 
lows, London-wall, E.C.; and through all Booksellers. 


CCOUNT BOOKS (Priced List free).—‘‘ KAIN’S 

: SYSTEM is easily acquired ; it shows at a glance the results of the 

business.” To be had asabove. Adopters, 1,272; Account Books issued 
3,041 (to last year 1,153 and 2,715 respectively). 


























